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PREFACE 


THE Christ of history is known to us from the Gospels; the 
Christ of experience is known to us from the Gospels and from 
all the subsequent history of the Christian Church to the present 
moment, including for each individual the spiritual experience 
of his own soul. To say that the evangelists exhibited a 
‘tendency’ in allowing their spiritual experience to reveal 
itself in their narratives is to assume that we are able to 
determine what the ‘bare facts’ were without it. But this we 
cannot do. If we penetrate to Q, or any other early stratum 
of Gospel literature, a radiance not of this world still emanates 
from the person of Jesus; and it is begging the question to 
assert that the evangelists ‘put the radiance in. So far as 
we can see, the bare facts shone from the first with their own 
inherent light; and all that the writers. of sources or of Gospels 
could do was to shew to the best of their power, in their several 
ways, in human language, how the light appeared to each of 
them.  Ssapdpovs yap eyes 6 Aéyos pophds, avdopevos 
ExdaT@ as aupdéper TO PrérrovTt, Kal pndevl brép 0 yuwpet 
0 Brérov pavepovpevos. It is in this conviction, increasingly 
confirmed by fresh study, that the present commentary has 
been written. 

It is hoped that many readers will be gratified by the brevity 
of the Introduction. Many things might have been included 


in it which more properly belong to general Introductions to 
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the New Testament, to monographs on particular points, or 
to works on Christian theology. The volume might, further, 
have been enlarged, without corresponding advantage, by a fuller 
citation of authorities in the notes, especially the principal 
modern commentaries. What I owe to the writings and the 
friendship of English scholars I need not try to formulate. But 
my indebtedness to German scholars I gladly acknowledge. I 
am often unable to accept their solutions; but their microscopic 
detection of problems to be solved supplies a large part of the 
material for study. I much regret that I had not the advantage 
of seeing more than Part I. of the Vocabulary of the Greek 
Testament by Professors Moulton and Milligan, and that two 
other much-looked-for works were not available, Professor 
Stanton’s Zhe Gospels as Historical Documents, vol. ii., and 
Mr. I. Abrahams’ Notes on the Synoptic Gospels. The latter is 
occasionally referred to by anticipation on the strength of 
references given in Mr. Montefiore’s Commentary, to which it 
is to form an additional volume. 

I am very grateful to Professor Burkitt for several valuable 
suggestions, and to Mr. Abrahams for allowing me to consult 
him freely on matters Rabbinic. I should also like to thank 
Messrs. R. & R. Clark’s readers and workmen for their care 
and accuracy. 

A. H. M‘NEILE,. 


CAMBRIDGN, 
Easter 1915. 
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INTRODUCTION 
Tue literature on the Gospels is endless, because the subject is 
endless. A modern commentator has better cause than Jerome 
for saying, ‘Primum enim difficile est omnes legere qui in 
evangelia scripserunt; deinde multo difficilius adhibito iudicio 
“quae optima sunt excerpere.’ Archdeacon Allen gives a catalogue 
of qualifications required by a commentator on the First Gospel, 
terrifying enough to anyone who aimed at ideal completeness, but 
on the other hand encouraging as shewing from how many angles 
it can be approached. The present volume makes little attempt 
to dealin close detail with the intricacies of the synoptic 
problem. It holds (1) that the compilers of the First and Third 
_ Gospels used the Second almost in its present form; (2) that 
they also used different recensions of a written Greek source 
cited as Q, which consisted mainly of Sayings of Jesus, many, 
perhaps all, of them provided with a narrative framework ; 
(3) that the compiler of our Gospel, for convenience named 
‘Matthew, also used material from other sources: ¢g. part of 
the Sermon on the Mount, and many sayings peculiar to his 
work, the Genealogy and the Birth narratives, some narratives 
about S. Peter and about Pilate; also a Greek writing, translated 
from an Aramaic original, containing passages from the Old 
Testament (testimonia), probably with brief explanations of their 
fulfilment in Christ’s life, drawn from a Hebrew text not identical 
with the Masoretic. There is no clear evidence that S. Matthew 
ever translated independently from the Hebrew. Apart from 


testimonia he normally employed the Lxx. 
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Nor are textual matters handled with any fulness. Textual 
criticism is like an ordnance survey; most readers need a map 
in which the broad features are not obscured by multiplication 
of detail. Westcott and Hort’s text has been adopted throughout, 
and the Apparatus deals only with the variants to which reference 
is made in the notes. Nor again has space been occupied with 
such lists as are provided by Sir J. Hawkins (Horae Synopticae) 
and Archdeacon Allen (Commentary, Introd.) of S. Matthew’s 
characteristic expressions, grammatical peculiarities, his stylistic 
treatment of the Second Gospel, and the like. The more striking 
points are mentioned in the notes. 

The literary problems are important mainly in their bearing 
on the historical. It is the study of the latter to which, together 
with the necessary exegesis of the text, this volume is primarily 
directed. 


§ 1. Lhe Earthly Career of Jesus. 


It may be useful at the outset to indicate the attitude 
adopted in the commentary with regard to some of the more 
important problems. 
1. The Events of the Lord’s life are arranged by S. Matthew 
for the most part on the basis of the Second Gospel. For the 
principal departures from the Marcan order see the notes on viii. 
18 and ix. 18. His scheme is as follows :— 
(a) Chs. i, 11. Genealogy, Birth, and Infancy of Jesus. 
(6) Chs. ili—iv. 16. Preparation for the Ministry. 
(c) Chs. iv. 17—xiii. 58. [Work in Galilee. 
(d) Chs. xiv.—xvi. 12. Hostility. Retirement from Galilee 
(see Add. n. after xvi. 12). 

(e) Chs. xvi. 13—xviii. 35. Instruction of the disciples. 

(f) Chs. xixxxv. Journey to the South, and work in 
Judaea. 

(g) xxvi—xxviii, The last days. 

The scheme in the Second Gospel, except (a), and in the 
Third, is broadly the same. But in the latter, (d) and (e) are 
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represented only by Lk. ix. 7-50, while a large mass of non- 
Marcan material (Lk. ix. 51-xviii. 14) is placed after (e), as 
though occurring on the southward journey. 

The Gospels are not biographies ; it is impossible to write a 
‘Life of Christ.’ The events cover probably less than two years, 
and their true sequence cannot be traced. They are, as H. J. 
Holtzmann says, ‘little pictures in wooden frames.’ But, broadly 
speaking, they are hung in such a way as to suggest a trust- 
worthy outline of the Lord’s movements during the few strenuous 
months of His public life. He was for a time the Hero of the 
populace; but the opposition of the authorities became so acute 
that He retired, concentrating His energies during the remainder 
of the time on the teaching of the disciples; and then went 
deliberately to His death. 

2. The Chronology is as yet an unsolved problem. It is 
inaccurate to say that the Fourth Gospel relates a three years’ 
ministry. It speaks of three Passovers (Jo. ii. 23, vi. 4, xi. 55), 
a.é. a period of just over two years. The synoptists record only 
the last Passover. But since the plucking of the ears of corn 
during the second stay at Capharnaum (Mk. ii. 23, Mt. Lk.) 
must have occurred near harvest time, not many weeks after a 
Passover, and a reference to the following spring is probably to 
be seen in the ‘green grass’ of Mk. vi. 39, where the parallel 
in Jo. vi. 4 speaks of a Passover, nearly two years seem to be 
required for the Ministry. The growth of the fame of Jesus 
must have taken some time in a country of peasants, who 
would seldom travel far from their homes; the mission of 
the Twelve must have been of some duration; and this was 
followed by a considerable period of retirement (see on xv. 29) 
before the movement to Jerusalem. There are also indications 
of activity in Judaea before the last fatal visit (see on iv. 23, 
v. 23 f., viii. 1, and notes before v. 1 and xv. 1). At the first of 
the Passovers in the Fourth Gospel the writer places the cleansing 
of the temple, which the synoptists relate at the end of the 
Ministry (see Add, n. after xxi. 13). But even if the Johannine 
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narrative be left out of account, the events up to the feeding of 
the multitude must have occupied the greater part of a year, and 
the events from that point till the Crucifixion another year. 
The synoptic Ministry is thus hardly shorter than the Johannine. 
The date which Professor Lake claims for the life of Jesus, a.D. 6, 
the date of the census, to 36, is discussed in the Add. n. after 
xiv. 12. If thirty years was the length of the Life, and the 
Ministry lasted two, S. Luke’s expression ‘about thirty years 
old’ (Lk. iii. 23) must be interpreted as ‘twenty-eight years 
old’ (cf. Lk. ix. 28 ‘about eight days, Mt., Mk. ‘after six days’). 

3. The Miraculous Element.—In the narrative of the Virgin 
birth the central fact is framed in material which, both in the . 
First and in the Third Gospel, doubtless contains an imaginative 
or midrashic (not mythological) element. This was a not un- 
natural effect of the marvellous nature of the fact. But for the 
record of the fact itself, it is maintained in the Add. n., p. 10-13, 
that no adequate explanation has yet been offered other than its 
occurrence in history; it can be traced to no earlier literary 
origin, 

S. Matthew’s account of the events after the Resurrection, 
though he again introduces a legendary element, is probably 
based not only on the fragment of Mk. xvi. which survives, but 
perhaps also on the lost ending. Some details in the synoptists 
are frankly irreconcilable; but the Galilean accounts in the 
first two Gospels do not completely exclude the possibility of 
appearances in Jerusalem, and conversely the Lucan narrative, 
though it deliberately omits the return of the disciples to 
Galilee, does not completely exclude the possibility of it. 
See Add. n. pp. 438, 439. The fact of the Lord’s Resurrection 
is independent of these difficulties. 

The Miracles of Jesus may for convenience be divided into 
two groups: those of which we are beginning to think that 
we understand something in the light of modern medical and 
psychological study, and those which we do not understand at 
all. In the first group are the imiracles of healing and of 
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intuition and foreknowledge, and in the second such actions as 
the feeding of the multitude, the walking on the water, and the 
stilling of the storm. The former are usually understood to-day 
to have been due to the powers of a wonderful personality, the 
power of suggestion (the mental condition of the patient being 
in many cases rendered favourable by faith), the power of thought- . 
transference, and the like. But if this be granted, the rejection 
of the miracles of the latter class involves the assumption that 
we know the limits of the power of personality. Of such limits 
we are wholly ignorant. The authority of ‘spirit’ over 
‘matter’ is a fact which is daily becoming more clearly 
recognized, but its boundaries—if it has boundaries—are far 
beyond our ken. Much less can we be confident as to the limits 
.of authority of a Personality avowedly unique. Even for those 
who cannot accept what is involved in the word ‘ Incarnation’ 
It is becoming increasingly rash to commit themselves to a 
denial -of the Gospel miracles. Rationalizing ‘explanations’ 
may be occasionally possible; but many students still venture 
to say ‘miraculous and therefore legendary. ~- The possibility 
of legend cannot of course be denied. It is possible in a given 
case, perhaps probable in one or two cases, that a saying of 
Jesus, or an ‘ordinary’ event, may have been transformed into 
a miracle in the course of tradition. Each case must be ex- 
amined on its merits, in the light of literary and other evidence, 
as well as with a consciousness of our ignorance. But the total 
impression which the life and person of Jesus produced was one 
in which records of miracles were entirely in place. The total 
impression could not have been produced without them. It is 
open to anyone to refuse to say more than this; but to say 
less is impossible. See Hardy, The Religious Instinct, 110-36. 
4, The Sayings of Jesus are for the most part arranged by 
S. Matthew in five discourses, and are thus given the aspect of 
authoritative orations. That Jesus delivered extended discourses 
cannot be doubted ; like the prophets of old He spoke wherever He 
could find an audience, and in particular, like the Rabbis of His day 
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He preached in the synagogues. But literary reasons forbid us 
from thinking that the Matthean discourses represent those which 
He actually uttered (see Add. n. after ch. vii., and the notes preceding 
x. 5, xiii, xviii, xxiii). Hence the sequence and emphasis of 
thought are in many cases due to editorial arrangement, and not 
infrequently a sequence is undiscernible. Further, it is obvious 
that in no single saying can we claim with certainty to possess 
more than an approximation to His actual words. He spoke 
in Aramaic; possibly sometimes in Greek; but as a Galilean 
addressing Galileans it cannot have been His normal habit. For 
a brief period, oral Aramaic tradition must have preserved in 
fluctuating forms the disciples’ recollections. Then came the 
representing of them to Greek ears by preaching and conversation, 
and in translated collections. Lastly, the evangelists edited those 
which came under their hands, each with a view to embodying 
the impression of Jesus which had reached him, and emphasizing 
the aspects which appealed to him. To deny, however, the value 
of the sayings as we have them, because they are not a ‘ phono- 
graphic’ reproduction of His words, is to deny the value of the 
impression which the writers severally received, and their fitness 
for their work. The Jewish reverence for the laws in the 
Pentateuch as divinely dictated, and infallible, produced disastrous 
results ; and Christian doctrine and practice would probably never 
have been a living growth had the early Church felt bound by 
a verbatim report of the Lord’s teaching. See some useful remarks 
by Emmet, Nineteenth Century, Jan. 1914, 141-7. 


§ 2. S. Matthew's Purpose in Writing. 


Jesus said, ‘From their fruits ye shall know them.’ Con- 
temporaries know a man immediately through his words, actions, 
looks, influence ; later generations through the impressions of him 
produced, partly by the lasting results of his influence, and partly 
by traditional reports about him. In the case of Jesus Christ the 
results were, and are still, seen in the life of the Christian Church. 
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The traditional reports reached the evangelists in the form of 
various writings and survivals of unwritten narratives. The 
result of their work is that we possess four records of an im- 
pression. But the vaster the subject, the wider is the room for 
differences in the impression produced. Absence of differences 
would have indicated a smallness of personality in Jesus, small 
enough for tradition to have grasped it in its entirety and formed 
a clear-cut portrait of it. The four portraits are those of the 
same Person, but in each is seen a dominant aspect. In two of 
them the Lord’s wonderful birth, and in all four His actions and 
His resurrection, are on the same plane as His wonderful words, 
_ character, and personality—the plane of the Incarnation. But the 
special impression which S. Matthew embodies is that of royalty : 
Jesus is the Messiah. This is taught in the genealogy through 
the royal line, the worship offered by the Magians to Him that was 
‘born King of the Jews,’ the authoritative ‘ fulfilment’ of the Law 
in the Sermon on the Mount, the drastic denunciations of the ‘ tradi- 
tion of the elders,’ the reiterated use of the title ‘Son of David, 
the veiled intimations of His own destined Messiahship, Peter’s 
confession, the superiority of Jesus to the Law and the Prophets 
manifested in the vision of the Transfiguration, His repudiation of 
the claims of the earthly monarch asserted in connexion with the 
didrachm, His predictions of future regal glory and His claim to be 
Judge at the last day, the entry into Jerusalem, the cleansing of 
the temple, the words about David’s son and Lord, the claim before 
Pilate to be ‘King of the Jews,’ the same truth expressed uncon- 
sciously in the soldiers’ mockery and in the tiétwlus on the Cross, 
the final claim to the possession of all authority in heaven and 
on earth, together with the Old Testament quotations which 
found their -fulfilment in Him, and other details and turns of 
expression by which S. Matthew alone in several narratives adds 
touches of purple and gold. And if Jesus is the Messiah, the 
national privileges—the privileges of those who thought them- 
selves ‘the sons of the Kingdom’—had passed into the possession 
of His followers, the ‘few chosen’ who constitute His ecclesia. 
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It is the evangelist’s ‘aim to justify this transition by shewing 
from the life of Jesus how it was not the claim of a heretical 
sect who misread the Bible by the light of their own pre- 
sumptuousness, but the realization of a divine purpose and the 
verification of divine prophecies in the sphere of history ’ (Moffatt, 
LNT. 244). He ‘is unconsciously self-portrayed in xiii, 52’ 
(id. 255): he is like a scribe instructed in the Kingdom of 
Heaven, like to a householder who bringeth forth from his 
treasure things new and old. This combination of new and old 
has led to the theories that the Jewish or particularistic elements 
were due to a Judaistic recension of the Logia, and that the 
universalist, ‘catholic’ elements, with some of the less historical 
portions of narrative, were the work of a later editor, or editors, 
more friendly to Gentiles. Or that the original author was 
opposed to Judaism, and the editor was a Jewish Christian with 
catholic tendencies. But such theories, which attempt to analyze 
the gospel into self-consistent strata, disregard the important fact 
that in the Lord’s own teaching two elements appear, the Jewish, 
and something far wider and deeper (see next section). His 
transformation, His spiritualizing of eschatological and other 
Jewish conceptions, constantly leads to.formal inconsistencies which 
in His own mind were not inconsistencies. And the evangelist, 
writing half a century after His death, presents the same two 
elements, but not with the same complete balance. The Jewish 
aspect of the teaching of Jesus, His attitude to the Law, and His 
eschatological language, are preserved and emphasized. The 
supra-Judaic, the spiritual and therefore universal aspect, tends 
to become Jewish-Christian or anti-Judaic. Jesus fused new 
and old in a higher synthesis, S. Matthew places them side by 
side. But when this has been said, it is impossible to over- 
estimate the value of what has been called his ‘archaeological 
interest,’ since it resulted not in a description of Jesus with His 
thoughts and characteristics sifted and annotated, but in a living 
portrait thrown upon the canvas with a complexity that defies 
analysis, the more alive for not being meticulously ‘ accurate.’ 
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§ 3. The Teaching of Jesus. 


The Lord’s teaching is closely bound up with the expressions 
‘the Kingdom of Heaven (or God)’ and ‘the Son of Man.” But 
the meaning which He attached to each must be arrived at by a 
study of His teaching as a whole in its relation to Jewish thought. 

In the Heb. and Gk. O.T. ‘the Kingdom of Heaven’ is never 
found; ‘the Kingdom of God’ only in Wisd. x. 10, codia . 
édeifer avte (sc. Jacob) Bacirclav Oeod, which is ambiguous, 
but probably means that Jacob in his vision at Bethel was shewn 
‘the place where God reigns, Heaven, at the top of the ladder.’ 
This has no bearing on the meaning in the N.T. ‘The Kingdom 
of God’ occurs four times in Mt. (xii. 28, xix. 24, xxi. 31, 43), 
fifteen in Mk., thirty-two in Lk. ‘The Kingdom of Heaven’ 
occurs only in Mt. thirty-two times. ‘The Kingdom, without 
further definition, Mt. iv. 23, vil. 12, ix. 35, xiii. 19, 38, xxiv. 
14, Lk. xii. 32. Other expressions are: ‘Thy Kingdom’: of 
God, Mt. vi. 10=Lk. xi. 2; of Jesus, xx. 21, Lk. xxiii. 42. 
eiiyek. « Lk. xxit- 30 (ef. 29), ‘His K.’:-of God, vi.33; of 
the Messiah, xiii. 41, xvi. 28, Lk. i. 33. ‘The K. of their (My) | 
Father’: xiii. 43, xxvi: 29. ‘The coming K. of our father 
David’: Mk. xi. 10. 

The passages in which ‘the Son of Man’ 


1 occurs fall into 


three groups :— 

(1) Mt. (with Mk., Lk.) xxiv. 30 b, xxvi. 64 ;. (with Lk.) xxiv. 
27, 37, 44; (alone) x. 23, xvi. 28, xix. 28, xxiv. 30a, 39, xxv. 
31; Lk. (alone) xi. 30, xii. 8, xvil. 22, 30, xviii. 8, xxi. 36. 

(2) Mt. (with Mk., Lk.) xvi. 13, xvii, 22, xx. 18, xxvi. 24a; 
(with Mk.) xvii. 9, 12, xxvi. 24b, 45; (alone) xxvi. 2; Lk. 
(alone) xix. 10, xxiv. 7. 

(3) (a) Mt. (with Mk., Lk.) ix. 6, xii. 8; (with Lk.) xi. 32. 

(6) Mt. (alone) xii. 40, xiii. 37,41; Lk. (alone) xxii. 48; 
see on Mt. xxvi. 50, 
(c) Mt. (with Lk.;=Q) viii. 20, xi. 19. 


1 The philology of the expression, constantly discussed in recent years, is fully 
treated by Driver, HDB. iv. 579-83. 
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Groups (1) and (2) are dealt with below. In group (3) in 
_ the (a) passages it is shewn in the notes that ‘the Son of Man’ 
probably represents an expression which originally meant ‘ man- 
kind, ‘men.’ ‘The (0) passages are on independent grounds of 
very doubtful genuineness. There remain the (c) passages, which 
alone in group (3) can be assigned with safety to Q. There is 
little doubt that they are based on genuine sayings, but in the 
face of the overwhelming evidence that Jesus elsewhere used the 
title ‘the Son of Man’ only with an eschatological reference, it is 
extremely probable that in these two cases, in which it seems. to 
be a mere substitute for the first personal pronoun, the compiler 
of Q was mistaken in ascribing the use of it to Him. 

In O.T. times the nation of Israel thought of God as the 
Owner and Master of His people and of their land. Whether 
human kings were reigning or not, Yahweh was the real’ king. 
When foreign enemies were approaching, the prophets declared 
that God was sending them to punish His people, and they hoped 
for the time when Israel, purified by punishment, would be 
established in their land, vindicated and victorious, with a 
succession of ideal kings reigning as the representatives of 
Yahweh, who would be acknowledged as the real king for ever. 
In spite of the usurpation of Israel by enemies, ‘the kingdom is 
Yahweh’s’ (Ps. xxii. 28), and this ideal would become actual. 
Prophet after prophet hoped that this condition of bliss would 
arrive immediately after the next threatening punishment was 
over. But it always receded before their gaze. And the time 
came when Israel’s troubles were felt to be so acute, the foreign 
yoke was so firmly fixed upon their necks, that the divine 
sovereignty, it was thought, could not be established by ordinary 
means; no ordinary human king could restore the national 
fortunes. So the expectation arose in many minds that God 
would establish His sovereignty, which also meant the sovereignty 
of Israel, by a supernatural act of power. His own Being was 
far removed from men in transcendent majesty ; but He would 
send a super-human Agent, who would destroy their enemies and 
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become the ideal king, the representative of the supreme king, God. 
As to the exact nature of this super-human Agent, and his 
methods, the popular ideas were vague and various. In some 
minds, indeed, the hopes of an earthly conqueror were not yet 
dead. But in any case the glorious result would be the actualizing 
of the sovereignty of God. Meanwhile His sovereignty, even 
though foreign rulers were reigning, must be recognized by the 
pious, by obedience to the Mosaic law, fenced with scrupulous 
care by the scribal traditions. Hence the later Rabbinic expres- 
sions, ‘to take upon oneself the Kingdom of Heaven’ (B. Berach. 
10 b), ‘the yoke of the K. of Heaven’ (Berach. ii. 5, Gamaliel), 
‘to refuse the K. of Heaven’ (?d.). 

Then appeared John the Baptist. He declared, like his con- 
_temporaries, that the divine sovereignty would be established; but 
he went further and said that it would be established in the near 
future—a stirring echo of ancient prophecy. But also, like the 
ancient prophets, he warned his nation that the coming of the 
divine sovereignty would not be for bliss but for punishment. 
God would purge the nation of sinners; therefore ‘Repent ye!’ 

And directly afterwards came Jesus of Nazareth. Like the 
Baptist, He called men to repent. And, like many in His day, 
He expected the divine sovereignty to be established suddenly, 
as a catastrophic event, in describing which He appears to have 
made considerable use of current phraseology. Like them also 
He expected that a super-human Agent would be sent to bring it 
about, whom He is reported to have referred to frequently as 
‘the Son of Man.’ With this specifically Jewish meaning the 
expression occurs eighteen times; see the first group of passages 
above. Once more, like the Baptist, He expected the great event 
to take place in the immediate future. But His teaching was, 
nevertheless, unique. He made use of Jewish thought but trans- 
formed it from four points of view. 

1. He taught that the ideal community over whom God would 
reign by His Agent was to consist of those whose characters were 
in accordance with the moral principles that He laid down. 

c 
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Though the sovereignty of God was to be established transcen- 
dentally, it was in its nature immanent and spiritual; and 
the spiritual life of men was complementary to it. _ Those only 
were destined, and fitted, to enjoy this who hungered for it now, 
and shewed the fruits of repentance and love to God now. His 
expectations and aims were utterly remote from anything political. 
‘My Kingdom is not of this world’ truly expresses His attitude. 
Of all the many forms of Jewish Messianic hopes, few were 
wholly free from the thought that the advent of the Kingdom 
would involve the subduing or the annihilation of the enemies of 
Israel, either in this world—in Palestine—or in another world, 
when Heaven and earth had passed away. For Jesus, the present 
usurper of the sovereignty was not Caesar, but the devil. He 
penetrated beneath earthly hopes and ideas to spiritual principles. 
The polity of the redeemed Israel will be a polity of righteous 
souls. Hence to enter into the Kingdom could be described by 
the terms ‘to enter into, or get, or inherit, life’ It. was a reward, 
a possession stored up in readiness for the poor in spirit, for those 
who were persecuted for righteousness’ sake. It must be sought like 
a pearl, obtained by any sacrifice like a treasure. The righteous- 
ness that would secure entrance into it was not obedience to the 
Mosaic law, much less to scribal tradition, but to the eternal 
principles which ‘fulfilled’ them. And this involved a complete 
renunciation of everything that bound men to this world. To 
save his Self, a man must lose it. Since character, therefore, 
was what mattered, human society was being prepared for the 
great day by a secret growth, like the growth of corn in the 
earth or leaven in dough. The great day was at hand, it would 
come within the lifetime of that generation, when God would 
reign over righteous men, and such alone, by His Agent, who 
would come from Him. But none knew when He would come; 
His Parousia would be as sudden as lightning, as a thief in the 
night, as a bridegroom returning with his bride from the wedding. 
A true preparation, therefore, included a vigilant watchfulness. 
When He came there would be found a mixture of bad and good 
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in Israel, many called but few chosen. To describe the exclusion 
of the bad, Jesus mostly employed current eschatological metaphors 
—fire, outer darkness, the shut door, torment, and the like. And 
conversely the enjoyment of the Kingdom by those who were 
worthy of it He pictured as a banquet. The important fact is 
that Jesus ‘revealed a new conception of the character which 
made men worthy of it. This character He enjoined by commands 
which embody fundamental principles. The particular form in 
which some of them were cast was determined by the thought of 
the immediacy of the Kingdom. They do not cover all possible 
Situations for all time (see eg. note on v. 32). Simce the coming 
of the Kingdom has proved to be an age-long process which 
began at Pentecost, the principles must be applied by Christians 
in such a way as to meet the growing complexity of life. 

This being His conception of the Kingdom, it is not a matter 
of great moment whether He described it as the ‘Kingdom of 
God’ or the ‘Kingdom of Heaven.’ It is quite possible that He 
used both terms. In the former He expressed simply the truth 
that God would reign; in the latter, that God who now reigned 
in Heaven would reign also on earth, ws év ovpav@ Kai émi yijs. 
Cf. Orig. Fragm. in Jo. ii. 5 (Brooke ii, 251): Nexréov MarOaiov 
fev amo Tov Bacidevopévor, i) TOV TOTwY év ols eioly ovTOL, TOV 
8é “lwdvyny cat Aoveay ad Tod Bacthevovtos Oeod avopakévar. 
‘Heaven’ was, indeed, a Jewish periphrasis for the divine Name 
(see Dalman, Words, 206 ff.), and the evangelist may possibly 
have been influenced by the usage. But it cannot have been his 
only reason for introducing the word, since he never, except 
in this expression, substitutes it where the Second or Third 
evangelist has ‘God.’ By his almost invariable use of it in this 
expression he emphasizes the contrast between Heaven and earth, 
while they in some cases probably avoided the Jewish term for 
their Gentile readers. The plur. odpavy probably has no special 
force. In the Lxx. the sing. occurs some 550 times, the plur. 
only 45, of which 25 are in the Psalms. In Mk. and Lk. the 
sing. predominates, in Mt. the plur.; his ‘archaeological’ turn of 
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mind led him to preserve the plur. of the Heb. and Aram. in 
which the sing. does not exist. 

2. The eternal principles of righteousness taught by Jesus 
were summed up negatively in self-abnegation, positively in love 
to God the Father and to men. But in teaching self-abnegation 
for the sake of gaining the Kingdom of Heaven, Jesus introduced 
an element that was utterly new. Men must deny themselves 
for Him, and cast the devotion of their whole heart and life on 
Him. He stood ina unique relation to God, and therefore to 
men. See x. 32 f., 37-39 (Lk.), xvi. 24-27 (Mk. Lk.). This 
relationship to God was that of a Son to a Father. See xi. 27 
(Lk.), xxi. 37 (Mk. Lk.), xxiv. 36 (Mk.). Being God’s Son, He 
was able, as none other, to reveal the Father’s will in teaching 
the principles of righteousness. The personal claims of Jesus are 
unique in history. 

3. The full consciousness of Sonship seems to have come to 
Him at His baptism. But it led Him to something further. As 
to any stages or development through which His consciousness 
passed, we have no certain knowledge. ' But if it could be’ said 
of Him that He ‘advanced in wisdom’ (Lk. ii. 52), and ‘ learned 
obedience from the things that He suffered’ (Heb. v. 8), He may 
also have learned during the brief period of His ministry more . 
of the Father’s purposes for Him. He was conscious of a divine 
mission: He was ‘sent, x. 40 (Mk. Lk.), xxi. 37 (Mk. Lk.), xv. 
24; Lk. iv, 43 (Mk. ‘I came forth’), x. 16. But if He was 
the divinely sent Agent for revealing the will of God, obedience 
to which fitted men for the Kingdom, He was the divinely 
appointed means for saving the lost sheep of the house of Israel. 
And no other Agent would do it; He was conscious of His own 
uniqueness. All the aspirations and predictions in the O.T, 
which had personified the ideal Israel, and its ideal prophets and 
kings, had led men in more recent times to centre their hopes 
upon an Individual. He, then, was that Individual. In Himself 
Israel was to receive the age-long promises of God. All that He 
had inherited of Jewish eschatological ideas took a new shape 
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and-colour. Not only was the advent of the divine sovereignty 
imminent, but He, a Man, was to be the Agent of it. And this 
found expression when He spoke of Himself, after Peter’s con- 
fession, as ‘the Son of Man,’ ze. the fulfilment of ‘one like unto 
a son of man (a human being)’ spoken of in Dan, vii. 13, who 
received glory and dominion. It was not a mere title, equivalent 
to ‘Messiah,’ but a title in which the word ‘Man’ played a real 
part; it was a Messiah who was now human. His use of it as 
a title of office was always proleptic; because He was the Son of 
God He would one day appear as the Son of Man; but it always 
included, when applied to Himself, a reference to His present 
human life, 

4, But though a few accepted His teaching of the divine 
principles of righteousness, the many were still unrepentant. 
More seed fell into bad ground than into good. Preaching 
proved unable to win them. But if He sacrificed His own 
unique life, the Father would accept it as an atonement, an 
equivalent, for the many. It may be that He realized at an 
early date in His ministry the possibility that He must die a 
violent death (ix. 15, Mk., Lk.), without perceiving at first all 
that His death would mean. At any rate it was late in His 
ministry that He began clearly to predict His death (xvi. 21, 
Mk., Lk.), and to apply to Himself the title ‘the Son of Man’ in 
connexion with the thought of suffering and subsequent glory. 
See the second group of passages above. But whether early or 
late, the two thoughts coalesced in His mind that by His death 
He would be a ‘ransom for many’ (xx. 28, Mk.; cf. Mk. xiv. 
24), and that also by His death He would return to the Father, 
to come very soon as His Agent to establish the divine sovereignty 
over His ransomed people. , 

. These four threads of His teaching are too closely interwoven 
in the texture of the Gospels for any one of them to be eliminated 
by a theory of interpolation. He either taught them all, in 
which case He really gave expression to a ‘ Messianic conscious- 
ness,” or He taught none of them, and our knowledge of His 
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teaching is nil. Unnecessary difficulty has often been felt in 
the fact that the Parousia of the Messiah did not take place, and 
has not yet taken place, as a catastrophic event as He pictured it. 
He Himself balanced His Jewish language by non-Jewish con- 
ceptions. But the pictorial language must. be frankly accepted 
as Jewish. His human intellect, like all other human intellects 
before and since, was compelled—not consciously but inevitably 
—to employ symbolism in order to express the transcendental ; 
and He employed that of His age and country, the language of 
prophets and apocalyptists of centuries past. (See the classical 
exposition of this by Tyrrell, Christianity at the Crossroads, chs. 
x., xii.) The divine translation of it in history must be seen, as 
the evangelists recognized, in the Christian Church, which was, in 
fact, born in a sudden outburst within the generation then living, 
and which, in its ideal, is a polity of redeemed souls living in 
righteousness, over whom God reigns on earth in the Person of 
Jesus the Messiah. 


§ 4. The Date of the Gospel. 


A terminus a quo is afforded by the fact that our evangelist 
used the Second Gospel practically in its present form. The 
latter must probably be placed shortly before the fall of Jerusalem 
in A.D. 70; many, however, prefer a date shortly after it. The 
relation between the First Gospel and the Third affords no 
evidence; they appear to be quite independent, and neither 
shews distinct signs of priority. The terminus ad quem is 
disputed, since opinions differ as to the patristic parallels to 
the Gospel. There are similarities in Clement Rom. (a.v. 94— 
96); see notes on v. 7, vi. 14, vii. 1, 2, xi. 29, xiii. 3, xviii. 
6. But they are not necessarily quotations. Sayings of Jesus, 
especially some which now stand in the Sermon on the Mount, 
were collected and employed in writing for teaching purposes 
before the Gospels were compiled. If Clement knew such a 
collection, the same may have been true of the writer of Ep. 
James (cf. Jam. 1. 5, ii. 8, iti. 12, iv. “3, v. 3,9, 12), Polycarp 
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(see notes on v. 3, 7, vi. 13, 14, vii. 1, 2), and the writer of the 
Two Ways (Did. i—vi.; see Stanton, Gosp. Hist. Doc. i. 70). The 
latter part of the Didache (vii—xvi.) almost certainly quotes our 
Gospel, which would give c. 100 as a term. ad quem if the two 
parts were of the same date; but this is doubtful. Ignatius (a.p. 
110—115) seems to be the first fixed point. Most of his parallels 
are not decisive (see notes on ii. 1, vii. 20, x. 16 b, xv. 13, xix. 12); 
they might be drawn from earlier traditions or collections. But 
in Smyrn. i. the reference to Mt. iii. 15 is unmistakable. The 
Shepherd of Hermas (? 110-125) is clearly acquainted with all 
four Gospels ; he adapts, and sometimes weaves together, passages 
from them in such a way as to suggest a knowledge of them. 
The Epistle of ‘Barnabas’ has been assigned to dates varying 
from 70 to 132. The writer seems to quote our Gospel as Scripture: 
iv. 14, mpocéyopev pnrote, ws yéypaTtat, ToANOL KANTOL, ddiyoe 
dé ékrexTol evpeOduev (Mt. xxii. 14). But even this is denied 
by J. Weiss (Der Barn. Brief, 108-12), who explains some of 
the parallels as derived from other sources, and rejects some as 
interpolations. External evidence, therefore, cannot fix the date 
more nearly than a.p. 70-115. 

Internal evidence is hardly more helpful; xxii. 7 clearly 
presupposes the fall of Jerusalem. The expressions €ws aprtu 
(xi. 12), &@s THs onpepov (xxvii. 8), wéyps THs onpepov Huepas 
(xxviii. 15) suggest no more than some lapse of. time since the 
days of Jesus. But a few indications point to a comparatively 
late date. Church government is alluded to (xvi. 19, xviii. 18), 
and excommunication (xviii. 17). The apostles, as the founda- 
tion of the Church, are so highly reverenced that their faults: 
- are often minimized or concealed (see note on viii. 26). False 
Christian prophets had appeared (vii. 15, 22); cf. Ded. xi—xiil. 
Additions which are certainly apocryphal had begun to be made. 
And the writer, though he had not abandoned the expectation, 
still found in the 2nd century, that the Parousia of Christ was 
near, and freely recorded the Lord’s predictions to that effect, 
was yet able to look forward to a period during which the 
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evangelization of ‘all nations’ (se. of the known world) would be 
carried on (xxviii. 19 f.). These facts, which are in keeping with 
the impression produced by the Gospel as a whole, forbid a date 
earlier than ¢. A.D. 80, but do not require one later than 100. 


§ 5. The Author 


The First Gospel breathes, as a whole, a Palestinian atmosphere, 
and the traditions which the evangelist en.ployed, apart from Mk. 
and Q, were Palestinian. And yet he apparently had no know- 
ledge, or at least made no independent use, of the Hebrew Old 
Testament. He seems to have lived at some place in Syria 
where the Christians were not in close touch with Jerusalem, 
and where the traditions which reached him were of very varying 
value, ranging from those which bear the unmistakable stamp of 
genuineness to stories of a purely legendary character, which 
must have grown up outside the range of the control which 
apostles or other eyewitnesses would have exercised. His 
archaeological bent of mind made him collect freely from all 
quarters with very little critical sifting. He was certainly not 
Matthew the apostle. Apart from the characteristics just 
mentioned, one who could write with the paramount authority 
of an eyewitness would not have been content to base his work 
on that of a secondary authority. It clearly exhibits reflexion, 
not recollection; it is a portrait of a Person rather than a 
chronicle of events. Moreover an early tradition had it that 
S. Matthew wrote in ‘Hebrew,’ ie. Aramaic, a tradition which 
led to a confusion between the canonical Gospel and other 
evangelic records written in ‘Hebrew.’ But our Gospel is not a 
translation. Though Hebraic to the core, it is quite clearly a 
Greek composition. If it were a translation, we should have to 
suppose that Mk. was translated into Aramaic, that our author 
employed the Aramaic’ translation, which. was afterwards re- 
translated into Greek in the present Second Gospel, and that all 


1 The suggestion (Wellhausen, Allen) that the original language was Aramaic 
has not been generally accepted. 
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the close verbal similarities between that and our First Gospel 
in Greek were accidental, while the original Greek of the Second 
Gospel, as well as its Aramaic translation, disappeared. 

The earliest trace of the tradition that S. Matthew wrote in 
‘Hebrew’. is the much discussed statement of Papias (see below). 
If the later patristic statements were based on this, the writers 
understood that by ra Xoya Papias meant a Gospel. Other 
suggestions have been made. 7a Aoya is thought to denote a 
collection of passages in the O.T. which were considered ‘Messianic’ 
as being fulfilled in the life of Christ. If so, jpyrvevce cannot 
mean ‘translated,’ since the Lxx. translation was available for all, 
but ‘interpreted’; 7.e. each person explained on his own account 
the way in which the passages were fulfilled. Or ta Adya was 
a writing which contained the Messianic passages, together with 
a narrative pointing out their fulfilment in each case; this was 
composed in Aramaic, and each person ‘translated’ it according 
to his ability. Against both these conjectures is the consideration 
that, although the object of our Gospel is to present a portrait of 
Jesus as the King, the Messianic passages, as such, form so small 
a part of it that it is difficult to account for the transference of 
the name Matthew from the ZLogia to the Gospel. If any trust 
is to be placed in the words of Papias, the usual explanation is 
the most probable, that the apostle Matthew compiled in Aramaic 
a collection of Sayings of Jesus with narratives stating the 
occasions on which they were uttered. In the first generation 
of Christians the events were for the most part well known, 
especially the events of the Passion, and there was no necessity 
for one of the Twelve to commit them to writing. What was of 
real importance was to record the authoritative teaching of the 
Master, which had been heard by few. After this had been 
delivered for a short time orally, the multiplication and dispersion 
of believers necessitated the crystallizing of it in written form. 
An apostle was a suitable person for this important task, so that 
the tradition of the Lord’s teaching was inseparably connected 
with his name. The document, which on this hypothesis may 
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be called the Zogia, was soon translated by various hands, and 
these Greek recensions were quickly enlarged and altered. Some 
of them were probably known to the author of Ep. James, to 
Clement, Ignatius, and others (see p. xxvi. f.), and two of them, 
now generally cited by the common symbol Q, were employed by 
the authors of the First and Third Gospels, and another, some 
think, was known to S. Mark. Our evangelist, for whom the 
Lord’s authoritative teaching (which he largely arranges in five 
orations, a second Torah corresponding with the five books of the 
Law) formed a leading element in his portraiture of the King, 
attached to his work the name Matthew. This, with its greater 
fullness, and the exalted portrait which it presents, gave it a 
wider popularity in early days than was accorded to the others. 
It was scarcely a case of mere pseudonymity. The tradition 
of the Lord’s teaching, at every stage in its growth, would be 
connected with the name Matthew, and the author in all good 
faith would describe his work as the Christian message ‘as 
Matthew delivered it,” cara Mar@aiopr. 


The following are the chief patristic passages bearing on the 
authorship and composition of the First Gospel. A useful collec- 
tion of passages dealing with the Canon of the New Testament, 
may be seen in Kirchhofer, Quellensammlung zur Geschichte des 
neutestamentlichen Canons bis auf Hieronymus; Engl. Trans., 
Charteris, Canonicity. For passages referring to non-canonical 
Hebrew Gospels see Preuschen, Antilegomena, pp. 3-10. 

Papias (Kus. Hf. ili, 39): MarOaios pev ody “EBpaid. 
OiaréxT@ Ta Ayia ouveypaato. punvevce 8 avd, ds Fv 
duvatds, €xacTos. 

Irenaeus II. i. 1 (Kus. HH. v. 8): 6 wey 8) MarOaios év 
tots ‘“EBpaiows tH idig aitav Siaréktw Kal ypadyy éEnveyxev 
evayyediov, Tod Ilétpov nal tod Tavaov év ‘Pébun evayyedto- 
pévov Kal Oeyedcodvtov tiv éxxdnolav. peta 8&8 Thy TobTav 
é£odov, Mdpxos xTr. 
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Origen, Comm. in Joh. T. i. 6: MartOaios pév yap rots 
mpocdoxaar tov é& “ABpadp Kal AaBid ‘EBpaiows ypdpov: 
BiBros, not, yevécews “Inood Xpictod, viod Aafisds, viod 
"ABpadu. id. T. vi. 32: éyovres tolvwy tas spolas ré€eus 
TOY Teccdpwv, dépe Kata TO Svvatov iSwpev idia Tov 
voov éxdotns Kat Tas Svadhopas, apEdpevor ato rov Mar- 
Gaiov, os kal mapadédotar Tpatos THV AouTav Tots ‘EBpalous 
exdedwxévat TO evayyédtov, Tos ex TepiTOUHs TLTEvoVEL. 

Eusebius, Hi. iii. 24: duos & ody é& adrdytwv tov Tod 
Kupiov SdvatpiBdv vrropvnpata Maréaios jyiv cat “lwdvvns 
Move. KaTaXedoitraci, ods Kal émdvayxes emi THY ypadyy 
eMeiv Katéxyes oyos. MartOaios pev yap mpdotepov “EBpaiors 
KnpvEas, ws muedrev kcal éf érépous iévar tatpio yAOTTy 
ypaph mapadovs TO Kat avTov evayyédov, TO Aeirrov TH avdTOd 
mapovaia tovTos ap wy éotédr€CTO Sia THS ypadhs arewdnpov. 
id. v. 10: oy els yevouevos cal o Ilavrawos kab eis .Tvdods 
€MGeiv Aéyerar: evOa Aoyos ebpeiv adTov rpopbdcay THY adtod 
mapovotay To Kata MarOaiov evayyéduov Tapa tTicw adToOe Tov 
Xpicrov éreyvwxdow. ois BapOoropatoy tav arocroAwv eva 
KnpvEat, avtois te ‘EBpatwov ypdupacs tiv tod Mat@alov xata- 
Netat ypadiy, iv nal calerOas cis Tov dyrovpevoy ypovov. 

Cyril Jerus. Catech. xiv.: Mar@aios 6 ypdyras TO evaryyéduov 
‘EBpaid: yAwoon tobro éyparbev. 

Epiphanius, Haer. 1. i. 51: kal odros pev otv 6 MarOaios 
éBpaixois ypaupacr ypades Td evayyédvov Kal KnpiTTe, Kal 
dpyetat ove am apyns adda Sinyetras ev THY yeveadoyiay 
amo Tov ’APpadp. é; 

Jerome, De Vir. Iilustr. iii: Matthaeus, qui et Levi, ex 
publicano apostolus, primus in Judaea propter eos qui ex circum- 
cisione crediderant evangelium Christi hebraicis literis verbisque 
composuit, quod quis postea in Graecum transtulerit non satis 
certum est. Porro ipsum hebraicum habetur usque hodie, ete. 
(Preuschen, p. 4). . 

Prol. in Matt.: Matthaeus primus evangelium in Judaea 


hebraeo sermone edidit. 
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Praef. in Quat. Ev.: De novo nune loquor testamento quod 
graecum esse non dubium est, excepto apostolo Matthaeo, qui 
primus in Judaea evangelium Christi hebraicis literis edidit. 

Ad Hedib.: Mihi videtur evangelistam Matthaeum qui 
evangelium hebraico sermone conscripsit, etc. 

Comm. in Jesai. vi. 9: Matthaeus autem et Joannes quorum 
alter hebraeo, alter graeco sermone evangelia texuerunt, testi- 
monia de hebraico proferunt. 

Comm. in Oseam, xi. 2: Cui nos brevitur respondebimus : 
primum Matthaeum evangelium hebraeis literis edidisse, quod 
non poterant legere nisi qui ex Hebraeis erant. 


Gen. 


Exod. 


Ley. 


Num. 
Deut. 


OLD TESTAMENT QUOTATIONS AND 
ALLUSIONS 


(Oe 

i, 27, v. 2 
ii. 24 

vii. 7 

xviii, 14 
iii. 6 

xx 12 

xx. 13 [14] 
xx. 15 [13] 
Xx.14[15],16 © 
xxi. 16 [17] 
xxi. .24 
xxiv. 8 
xiv, 2 

xix. 18 
xxiv. 20 
xxx. 3 [2] 
v. 16 

v. 17 [18] 
v. 18 [17] 


viii. 3 

xiii. 1 [2] 
XVili. 13 
xvill. 15 
xix, 15 

xix. 21 

xxiii. 21 [22] 
xxiv. 1 

xxx. 4 
xxxli. 5 


1 Sam. xxi. 6 
1 Kings x. 1 


(Quotations are cited in thick type) 


1, ASCRIBED TO JESUS 


Mt. 
xix. 4 
xix. 5 
xxiv. 38 
xix. 26 
xxii, 32 
xv. 4, xix. 19 
v. 27, xix. 18 
v. 21, xix. 18 
xix. 18 
xv. 4 
v. 38 
xxvi, 28 
viii. 4 
v. 43, xxii. 39 
v. 38 
v. 33 
xv. 4, xix. 19 
v. 27, xix. 18 
v. 21, xix. 18 
xix. 18 
xxii. 37 
iv. 10 
iv. 7 
iv. 4 
xxiv. 24 
v. 48 
xvii. 5 
xviii. 16 
v. 38 
v. 33 
v. 31 
xxiv. 31 
xvii. 17 
Ki 
xii. 42 


O.T. 


2 Kings iv. 42 
Job xlii. 2 
Ps. vi. 9 


viii. 3 

xxi. [xxii.]1 

xxiii. [xxiv.] 3, 4 

Xxxvi. [xxxvii. ] 
11 

xl, [xli.] 10 

xli. [xlii.] 6 

xlvii. [xlviii.] 3 

lxi. []xii.] 13 

Lxviii. [lxix. ] 22 

evi. [evii.] 3 

cix. [cx.] 1 

exi. [exii.] 10. 

exvii. [cxviii.] 
22, 23 


exvii. [cxviii.] 26 


Prov. xxiv. 12 
Isa. v. 1, 2 


XXXili 


vi. 9, 10 

ix. 1, 2 [viii. 23 
ix. 1] 

xiii. 10 

xiv. 13, 15 

sobs 9 

Xxvi. 20 

XXvil. 13 

xxix. 13 

XXxiv. 4 


. xlix. 24, 25 


lvi. 7 
Ibab, ih, 4 
Ixvi. 1 


xvi. 27 
xxvii. 34, 48 
viii. 11 


xxii. 44, xxvi. 64 


viii. 12 


xxi. 42 
xxiii. 39 
Xvi. 27 
xxi. 33 
xiii. 14, 15 
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XXXVI 


KATA MAOOAION 


BIBAOX® yevécews “Incod Xpictod viod Aaveld viod ’ABpadu.1 I. 


: 
ABpadpm éyévynoev tov “load, 2 


1, I-17. THE GENEALOGY. OF 
JESUS. 

1. BiBAos xrX.] Since the super- 
scription is formed on the analogy 
of Gen. ii. 4a, v. I (atrn 4 BiBXos 
yeverews, cf. vi, 9, X. I, xi. 10, 27), 
which are followed. by narrative as 
well as genealogy, Mt. may have 
intended it to introduce the whole 
account in chs. i, iL 
probably it refers only to the 
genealogy, since the narrative is 
introduced in i. 18 by a fresh 
heading, in which yéveors has a 
somewhat different force. David 
and Abraham were the primary 
names, ‘quia ad hos tantum est facta 
de Christo repromissio’ (Jer.); cf. Lk. 
i 69 f, 73. On vids Aaveid see 
ix. 27. The Davidic descent of 
Jesus is asserted in Ac. ii. 30 ff., xiii. 
eg,ehom, 1.3, 2 Tim. ii. 8, Apoc. 
xxii, 16 (cf. v. 5); and see Heb. vii. 
14. -Cf. the account of the grandsons 
of Judas, the Lord’s brother, in 
Hegesippus, ap, Eus. H.E, iii. 20. 
Lk. (iii, 38) goes back to ‘Adam 
son of God, Jo. (i. 1) to ‘In the 
beginning.’ 

2-12. The names are compiled 
from the Lxx. of 1 Ch. i—iii, agreeing 
in some cases with cod. A when it 


But more - 


differs from other MSS., and in 
some with the Lucianic recension. 
2-6 a. “ABpadp xrX.] Abraham 
was the name divinely given when 
the national privileges began in the 
covenant of circumcision (Gen. xvii). 
Of Judah it was foretold (Gen. xlix. 
10) that sovereignty would be the 
inalienable prerogative of the tribe. 
kal 7. ddeAdovs avtov summarizes 
the names of Judah’s brethren given 


in 1 Chr. ii. 1 f., intimating that out 


of several possible ancestors of the 
royal line Judah was chosen. Judah’s 
twin sons Perez and Zerah were the 
result of Tamar’s sin (Gen. xxxviii.), 
Jewish tradition traced the royal 
line to Perez (Ruth iv. 12, 18 ff.), 
and ‘son of Perez’ is a Rabb. ex- 
pression for the Messiah. On ék THs 
Odpap and éx rs ‘PaydB see Add. 
n. Mt. assumes, what is not stated 
in the O.T., that the mother of 
Boaz was the harlot who received 
the spies. The txx. form is ‘Pag 
(cf Jam: ii), 255 tleb: x1°31)) On 
ex THs ‘Pov see Add. n. Ruth was 
a Moabitess, against whose nation 
oracles were uttered by Am., Jer, 
Ezek., and Zeph., and in Deut. xxiii. 
3 (cf. Neh. xiii. 1) a Moabite, coupled 
with a bastard and an Ammonite, is 
Be 
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*Toadk 6é 
*TaxwB Sé 
3 lovdas dé 


[1.2 


\ 3 ‘ 
éyévvnoev Tov ‘laxw8, 
\ b) \ > n 
éyévynoev Tov “lovday Kal tods abedpovs avTod, 
Nyy: a / 
éyévynoev Tov Papes cal tov Lapa éx tis Oapap, 


Dapés S€ eyévvnoey tov “Eopop, 
‘Eopop 8& éyévynoev tov “Apap, 

4’Apap 8 éyévynoev tov ’ApwadaB, 

"AuwvadaB S& éyévvncey tov Naacoor, 
Naaccav 8 éyévynoev Tov Larpov, 

5 Sarpov 88 éyévynoev tov Boés x ths “PayadB, 
Boés 88 éyévynoev Tov “LwaBHnd éx THs “Povd, 
TwBnd S& éyévvncey tov “lecoail, 

6’lecaal Sé éyévynoev tov Aaveld tov Baciréa. 

AavelS 56 éyévvncev Tov Yoropadva ex THs Tod Odpiov, 

7 Lodowav Sé éyévynoev tov “PoBodu, 

‘PoBoap Sé éyévynoev tov “APia, 
"ABia Sé éeyévynoey tov “Acad, 


forbidden to enter the congregation 
‘till the tenth generation,’ ie. for 
ever. The art. before Aaveid is 
strictly incorrect when tov BacrAéa 
is added; the addition emphasizes 
the fact that the genealogy is royal. 
The same addition in Ruth iv. 22 
(A) may have been derived from 
Mt. ; see, however, Jos, Ant. v. ix. 4. 

6b—-11. Aaveld 5€ krA.] LoAopova, 
(LXx. Zadwpy, indecl.) is the form 
in the best unce. In the Gospp. 
and Josephus the nom. is always 
ZoAopwv. Some MSS. (the best in 
Ac.) decline it -@vra, -@vrTos. Lk.’s 
genealogy passes through Nathan, 
son of David. A Jewish tradition 
recognized a double line; cf. Targ. 
Zach. xii. 12: ‘The descendants of 
king Solomon of the house of David 
mourn .. , and the descendants of 
the prophet Nathan, son of David.’ 
éx THs Odpiov (see Add. n.) is added 
from Mt.’s knowledge of 2 Sam. xi. fi ; 
in I Chr. iii, 5 she is not called the 
wife of Uriah, but Bathshua (Bap- 
odec),daughter of Ammiel. “Acad, 
at one time the prevailing spelling 


in the Lxx., was mostly corrected to 
the Heb. form “Acad under the in- 
fluence of Origen’s Hexapla (Burkitt, 
Ev. da Meph. ii. 203). If ’Ofetay (v. 
8) =’Oxofeiav (Ahaziah, 2 Chr. xxii. 
1), a mistake made in 1 Chr. ili. 11, 
the names Joash, Amaziah, and 
Uzziah, given in 1 Chr. are here 
omitted. Uzziah is generally ’Ofeias 
in the xx. and Mt. apparently 
took advantage of the confusion of 
nanies, and omitted three generations 
in order to adhere to the number 14. 
kat tT, ddeXpods adrov (vy, 11) seems 
to mark the fact that after the Exile 
there existed more than one Davidic 
family, any of which might have 
inherited the monarchy. ‘The words 
are’a summary, similar to that in v. 
2, of the sons of Josiah and Jehoiakim 
named in 1 Ch, iii. 15 f But the 
latter is here omitted. It is not 
likely that "Ieyoviav is for Jehoahaz, 
as in I Esd.i. 32 (1 Chr. omits Jeho- 
ahaz); or for lwaxety (Jehoiakim) ; 
the names in wv, II, 12 must both 
mean Jehoiachin. He had, indeed, 
no brothers, but Zedekiah might be 
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>? \ st 

Acad dé éyévyncev tov “lwcadar, 8 
> 

lwcagpar bé éyévvncev tov “lwpdp, 


> 
lwpap Sé éyévyncev tov ’Ofelar, 


‘Ofeias Sé éyévyncev Tov “lwabdu, 9 


nd 
Iwabap 5é éeyévynoev tov “Ayas, 


v \ ai ee 
Ayas o€ éyévyncev tov “Etexiar, 
¢ / A / a 
KEgexias b€ éyévynoev tov Mavacoh, 10 
Mavacons dé éyévyncev tov ’Apos, 
7A x be > t \ > / 

pas 6€ éyevynoev tov ‘lwceiar, 
? / Ov b] / \ > 
lwceias dé eyévyncev tov ‘leyoviay Kal Ttovs adeddods 11 

B) la ve PX a / lal 
avTOU ETL THS peTotKecias BaBurAdvos. 


\ mn n 
Mera 6€ thy pertotxeciay BaBvdrdvos 'leyovias éyév- 12 


vncev Tov Larabunyr, 


Larabujpr S& eyévynoev tov ZopoBaBer, 
ZopoBaBer bé éyévyvncev tov ’ABu.0vd, 13 
*ABi0vd Sé éeyévynoey tov ’ENaxeip, 


"EXvaxel we dé éyévynoev Tov "Afop, 


*Alap O€ éeyévyncev Tov Lada, 
\ \ ey 4 \ > / 
Ladmx de eyévvncey tov “Axeip, 


14 


*Ayelw Sé éyévynoev tov *EXuovs, 

*Edvovd Sé éyévyncev tov ’Ededfap, 15 
"Enredfap Sé éyévynoev tov Mad@av, 

Maédav Sé éeyévyncev tov “laxof, 


mistakenly considered as such. In 
1 Chr. *Iwaxeiy and *Iexovias are 
each followed by 2edexias, and Mt.’s 
statement (repeated by Clem. Strom. 
i, 121) seems to be a confused product 
of the two verses. petocxeoia (Vulg. 
transmigratio) is a late word; Lxx. 
more frequently has aixpadwoia, in 
Jerem. mostly dwocxia. For the gen. 
BaBvaAdvos cf. Jo. vii. 35, 1 Pet. i. 1. 

12-15. peta d€xTA.] One genera- 
tion in this section is missing. ‘This 
cannot have been due to the confusion 
in v. 11, since the second period is 
clearly intended to close with the 
loss of the royal power. In 1 Chr. 
iii. 17’ Acip occurs as a name between 


Jeconiah and Salathiel. The Heb. 
IBS should probably be read VDNI 
‘the captive’; and Mt. may have had 
a Gk, text of Chron. which did not 
treat IDX as a proper name. But if 
he wrote “lex. eyevvyoev tov ’Acip, 
’"Acip 8 eyévynoev Tov Zadab., a 
scribe’s eye may have passed from 
the first verb to the second. After 
Zerubbabel the Lxx. continues with 
the descendants of Hananiah his 
brother ; Mt.’s names are traditional 
(ef. Judith viii. 1), All are Heb. in 
form, and all occur in the O.T. except 
’"Axeup (cf. *Akodp, 1 Chr. ix. 17) and 
"EAwovd. ~ABrovsd (cf. 1 Chr. viii. 3) 
is probably the ‘Iwéd of Lk. iii. 26. 
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16’laxoB 8& éyévynoev tov "lwond tov dvdpa Mapias, €& 
As éyevvnOn “Incods 6 Aeyopwevos Xpictos. 


16. "Jako 8 xrA.] The nature his betrothed as his lawful wife. 
of the genealogy shows that eyévvy- But to some Christians this was 
cvev throughout denotes legal, not naturally of less importance than the 
necessarily physical, descent. Not miracle; hence an early alteration 
till the Lord’s mother is reached was made in the text, from which 
is the formula altered, and eyevv70y sprang a variety of readings. See 
denotes physical birth. dv dvdpa below, and Heer’s table in Bar- 
Mapias is written from the same denhewer’s Bibl. Stud, 1910, 1— 
point of view; Joseph acknowledged 226. 


Additional Note on 2. 16. : 


(a) ...lwoid tov avdpa Mapias, e€ fs eyevvjOn “Inoots 6 deydpevos 
Xpiords unce minn?™™ (om. *Inoovs 1. 64. om. 6 Aeydpevos 64) % vg S pesh. 
hel aeth Tert (De Carne Chr. xx.). 

(b) ..2 lwo & pyyoterbeioa wapOévos Mapiap. éyevvnce "Inooty tov 
heydpevoy Xpurrdv 346-5 56-826-828 (‘ Ferrar group’). 

This is also implied by the various forms of the O.L. : 

..Josef* cui desponsata’ virgo’ Maria genuit Jesum Christum & 
..Joseph cui desponsata’ virgo Maria peperit Christum Jesum d (D vacat). 
..Joseph cui desponsata Tyee Maria genuit_ Jesuin qui dicitur [vocatur g] © 
Christus - ag 
..Joseph cui desponsata erat virgo Maria: virgo autem Maria genuit 
Jesum.. .b 
.. Joseph cui desponsata virgo Maria; Maria autem genuit Jesum...c 
and by the text underlying the arm (see J. A. Robinson, Huthaliana 82): 
wd) oseph, the husband of Mary, to whom having been betrothed Mary 
the virgin from whom was born Jesus who was named Christ. : 

(c) ...Joseph. Joseph to whom was betrothed Mary the virgin, begat 
Jesus called the Messiah. & sin. 

(d) ...Joseph, him to whom was betrothed Mary the virgin, she who 
bare Jesus the Messiah. & cur. 

(e) ...Joseph the husband of Mary, him from whom was born Jesus... 
Pal. lect (Lewis, B and C). 

The last of these (¢) is really (#); a scribe carelessly wrote asispa (‘him 
from whom’) for diss (‘her from whom’). 

(d) probably does not represent a Gk. reading ; it is an attempt to 
rewrite (c). 

(c) when translated into Gk. runs quite differently from the sentences 
in the rest of the genealogy. Burkitt (Hv. da Meph. ii. 263) points out 
that ‘the practice of the writer is to interpose no words between the 
name and the verb éyévvyoey, so that the clause @ pyyot. wap0. M. 
ought to follow the first mention of Joseph, not the second.’ (6) and (c) 
appear to be derived from a common ‘ Western’ corruption of (a), arising 
from a desire to avoid ‘the husband of Mary.’ (a) is clearly the last 


I.17] THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST, MATTHEW 5 


Ildoau ody ai yeveal ard ’ABpadw ws Aaveld yeveal 17 
/ \ a 
Sexatécoapes, kal amo Aaveld &ws ths petouxecias Bafu- 


step in a statement of the legal descent of the Messiah from David 
‘and Abraham; and the mention of Mary, together with that of Tamar, 
Rahab, and the wife of Uriah, has a special purpose. But if (b) is based 
on an original reading ... lwo. “lwo S€ eyervycey tov *Iyooty tov 
Aeyopevov Xpiordv (of which no other trace remains), not only is the 
insertion of ‘to whom was betrothed Mary the virgin,’ pointless as a 
doctrinal safeguard, but the genealogy itself becomes an enigma. If it was 
once a separate document (without the women’s names), constructed in 
circles that believed in the Virgin birth, it is extraordinary that they 
should so have worded it as to give an easy handle to opponents. If 
they were ignorant of the Virgin birth, it is in the last degree im- 
probable, apart from the fact that Lk. knew another genealogy, that 
they should have constructed it at all. 

That orthodox persons could make unorthodox slips is shown by (e), 
and also by the Arabic Diat. (Vat. MS. Ciasca’s A), ‘...Joseph, who 
from her begat Jesus the Messiah.’ Burkitt shows it to be probable that 
‘who from her begat’ is a blundering translation of the Pesh. ‘from whom 
(f@isea) was born” In the Dialogue of Timothy and Aquila (a) is quoted 
three times, twice very loosely (in one case @ pvnotevOeioa Mapia being 
substituted for tov dvépa Mapéas), and once accurately. In the last case, 
the Jew, arguing with the Christian, extracts from the words the meaning, 
which they can, in fact, bear apart from their context, ‘Joseph begat 
Jesus that is called Christ...it says he begat [him] from Mary,’ 


Additional Note on the Genealogy. 


The genealogy is artificially arranged in three groups of 14 generations, 
which would be converiient for the memory in oral use. Box (Interpreter, 
Jan. 1906, and ZNW., 1905, 80) suggests that it was ‘invested with the 
character of a sort of numerical acrostic on the name David,’ the numerical 
value of the letters in 739 being 4+6+4=14. This is unexampled in 
the N.T., except perhaps in the ‘number of the beast’ (Apoc. xiii. 18), but 
analogous to the Rabbinic aids to memory, and suitable in a piece of popular 
instruction. 

Women’s names would not normally occur in a Jewish genealogy. 
But Mt. seems to have wished to disarm criticism by showing that irregular 
unions were divinely countenanced in the Messiah’s legal ancestry: Ruth, 
though a Moabitess, was a humble and virtuous woman; Rahab, though 
a harlot, was sayed by her good action, and a Christian writer declared 
her ‘justified’ (Jam. ii. 25; cf. Heb. xi. 31); Tamar and Bathsheba were 
adulteresses, but the former was pronounced ‘more righteous’ than 
Judah (Gen. xxxviii. 26), and the latter afterwards bore a son who 
was ‘beloved of Yah’ (2 Sam. xii. 25). And Mt. triumphantly closes the 
-genealogy with ‘Joseph the husband of Mary,’ declaring that Mary was, 
after all, his legally acknowledged wife. How this was is shown in 
WW, 18-25. 
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nr n / 
A@vos yeveal Sexatécoapes, Kal amo THS peToLKETLAS BaBv- 
Aa@vos Ews Tod yploToD yeveal dexaTécoapes. 


18TOT AE [IHZOT] XPISTOT % yéveois evans Av. Myvn- 


18 Incov Xpiorov] NCE ai minn & pesh.pal.diat®P2 me sah arm; om Inoov 
71 & omn [incl. d, vac. Dj Ssin.cur ; Xpicrou Inoov B 


On the relation between the genealogics in Mt. and Lk. see HDB. ii. 
137-41, and Plummer, St. Luke. Three explanations have been offered : 
(1) Julius Africanus in his letter to Aristides (Eus. HE. i. 7) suggested 
a levirate marriage of either Jacob or Heli, Joseph’s father according 
to Mt. and Lk. respectively. They were brothers, and Joseph, the son 
of one of them by his brother's widow, was reckoned as the son of the 
deceased. Thus the two genealogies are those of Jacob and Heli. But 
even if this were possible, the same would have to be assumed in the 
case of Salathiel’s father, who is Jechonias in Mt. but Neri in Lk; 
and yet again in that of Eleazar (Mt.) and Levi (Lk.), if Matthan and 
Matthat are identified. The explanation is altogether improbable. (2) 
Annius of Viterbo (¢ a.D. 1490) assumed that the genealogy in Lk. is 
that of Mary, not of Joseph. This is still held by some. ws évopifeto 
"Iwan is thought to be a gloss, and tov “HAéi is explained as ‘the grand- 
son (or descendant) of Heli, who was. the father (or a forefather) of Mary. 
(3) Lord A. C. Harvey’s suggestion (Genealogies of our Lord, and art. 
‘Genealogy of Jesus Christ’ in Smith’s DB.?) is the only possible one, that 
Lk. provides a pedigree of actual descent, while Mt. gives the throne- 
succession. Mt.’s whole object was to show, in the face of current calumnies, _ 
that the Messiah’s genealogy was divinely ordered, and legally correct. 


18—25. ef, > xix. 10) xxvi. 95/45) Romaivests 


THe BIRTH OF THE 


MESSIAH. 

18, rov S€ Xpwrrod xrd.] The 
whole course of the royal line formed 
the BiBAos yevérews of the Messiah: 
His actual yéveovs is now related, 
substantiating the statement in v. 16. 
Westcott and Hort (App. 7) differed 
as to the reading, but & sin has 
since been added to the evidence, and 
the omission of *Iycov is almost cer- 
tainly right. tov de Incod Xpirrod 
is grammatically abnormal, and must 
have arisen under the influence of 
vv. 1 and 16. If it were correct, 
the only explanation would be that 
Mt. refers to these verses: ‘and the 
birth of this “Jesus Christ” was 
on this wise.’ For ovrws as pred. 


(LXX.). 
pavnorevOeions Ktr.] The Jewish 
laws of marriage, though in many 
respects analogous to the Roman, 
differed widely from them as regards 
betrothal. Later Roman law knew 
of betrothal much in the English 
sense of the word, But in Jewish 
law not only an actual betrothal 
(OWIIP or DDN), but the mere 
possibility that one party believed 
him- or herself to be betrothed to the 
other, constituted an affinity which 
prevented the marriage of their 
relatives within the forbidden degrees 
(Kidd. iii. 10 f.); and a betrothed 
girl was a widow if her fiancé died 
(Kethub. i. 2), and this whether the 
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/ a lal lal 
atevdeions Tihs pntpds adtod Mapias ro ‘laond, mpl 1 


a +) si € / 
cuvehbeiv aitodrs ebpéOn ev yaotp) eyovca é« mvevparos 


eed 
ayiov. 


p) \ e a / 3 
Iwond Sé 6 dvip adbrihs, Sixavos dv Kal py Oé-19 


Awv avTnv Sevypatioar, &BovrOn AdOpa atrordcar avTHy. 


19 derywarica] N®* PBZ 1; rapadevymarioar N* CCE al minn 


man had ‘taken’ her to his house 
or not. After betrothal, therefore, 
but before marriage, the man was 
legally ‘husband’ (cf. Gen. xxix, 21, 
Dt. xxii. 23 f.); hence an informal 
cancelling of betrothal was impos- 
sible: the man must give to the 
woman a writ (gét), and pay a fine 
(see Merx, Hv. Mat. 9-12). The 
formalities necessary for the due 
‘deliverance of the gét to the woman 
are laid down in Mishn. Gitéin. On 
the graecized form Mapia and the 
indecl. Maprcp, used in the Lxx. and 
Targg. for the Miriam of the M.T., 
see WH. App. 156. Another grae- 
cized form is Mapidp(u)n, employed 
frequently by Josephus. 

mpiv 7 cuveNOetv xrA.] After the 


gen. absol. a new subject should follow; - 


see Blass, § 74. 5, and on mpiv 7 2d. 
§ 69. 7. Like convenio () and 
coco, the verb denotes the consumma- 
tion of the marriage; there is no 
evidence of its use for the marriage 
ceremony in which the bride was 
brought to the bridegroom. Ivei- 
paros ayiov could grammatically 
denote the personal Holy Spirit, the 
articles being omitted owing to the 
preposition (Blass, § 46. 7); but 
the narrative breathes the air of the 
O.T., and mvetua should probably 
be understood in its O.T. sense, as 
‘the power of God in active exercise,’ 
though the Church has doubtless 
been right in identifying this with 
the Third Person of the H. Trinity. 
‘Holy Spirit’ occurs in the O.T. in 
Ps, li. 11, Is. lxiii. 10 only, while the 
advance of theology in Christianity 


led to its use in the N.T. more than 
80 times. See art. ‘Holy Spirit’ 
in HDB. ii. 405, and Swete, The H. 
Sp. in the N.T. 27-31. 

19. “lwond 8€ KTA.] On 6 amp 
airs see v. 18. Sixaros is used of 
Zacharias and Elizabeth (Lk. i. 6), 
and Symeon (Lk. ii. 25); the former 
passage shews what it connoted to 
the Jewish mind—conscientiousness 
in the observance of the law. See 
Sanday-Headlam, Romans, 29. Kat 
pn OéAwv, Sand yet not willing,’ 
As a good Jew he would have shewn 
his zeal if he had branded her with 
public disgrace. For the xaé cf. vi. 
26 (Blass, § 77. 6). The converse 
meaning is possible, ‘and therefore 
not willing, dikavos being under- 
stood of general moral uprightness: 
which would include benevolence ; 
eg. S sin.cur ‘because he was [an] 
upright [man] was not willing’; so 
Hil. al. But the former is more in 
accordance with the spirit of the 
time. A divorce was not a matter 
which would come into court; it 
was a private arrangement (Ad@pq) 
which involved only the presence of 
two witnesses that he had given her 
the gét. But he might have brought 
her into publicity for her supposed 
crime. evypatioas is not ‘put her 
to shame’ (Vg. traducere), but merely 
‘proclaim,’ ‘publish’: dzvulgare (k), 
‘would not pupplische her’ (Wycl.). 
It is a rare word, occurring in Col. 
ii. 15, Asc. Is. ii. 3, Amh. Pap. I. 
i. 8. 21, Acta Pauli et Petri, 33. 
Sevypatirpos occurs on the Rosetta 
Stone. The stronger meaning appears 
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n n / ‘ee? 
20 Tadta Sé avtod évOupnbévros idov dyyedos Kupiov cat ovap 


a y 
épavn avT@ heyou 


"lwond vids Aaveid, 2 poBnOyjs mapa- 


n lal te N Ni > > ng 
NaBeiv Mapiay thy yvvaikd cov, TO yap €v avTn yevvy- 
‘ \ CIN \ oe 
21 Oey é« mvevpatos eat ayiov' téEeTar dé viov Kal Kane- 
n ? a \ wi id \ Ny 
ces TO dbvoua avTod Incodv, avTos yap awoer TOV aov 


to attach to the vl. rapaderypatioas : 
ef. Heb. vi. 6. Seryparioa pev yop 
eT. TO aTAOS droAtoa, Tapadet- 
ypartioas S 7d ert Kako paveporat 
(Petr. Laod.); and see Eus. Steph. 
221 (quoted by Tisch.). droAtvoas, 
of divorce, is rare and unclassical ; 
CEMA Gil oabe Ce Yossie se 2 AL 
11, Lk. xvi. 18; in the Lxx. 1 Esd. 
ix. 36 only (elsewhere always é£azro- 
otéXXew = nw’). 

20. Tava d€ adrov kTA.] ‘These 
thoughts having passed through his 
mind’; a short but tragic struggle 
between his legal conscience and his 
love. évOvpeio Oar, freq. in the Lxx., 
recurs in the N.T. in ix. 4 only; 
duevOvp. Ac. x. 19. id0v is Hebraic, 
derived from the Lxx., Mt.*%, Mk.?, 
Lk.; kat idSov Mt.*, Lk.” never 
in Mk. dyyedos Kupiov: always 
without an article in the N.T, except 
when referring to an angel already 
mentioned (cf. v.24). Inthe O.T. the 
mm qo denotes Yahweh Himself 
in a temporary theophany or activity 
on earth; but the personification of 
His activities led, after the Exile, to 
the thought of them as individual 
angelic beings. Joseph, like Abraham 
(Gen. xxii. 11 f.), was divinely hindered 
from injuring, in obedience to his 
conscience, one in whom all the 
families of the earth should bless 
themselves, kar’ évap for the class. 
Ovap: ii, 12 £, 19, 22, xxvii. 19 only ; 
Photius condemns it as BapBapov 
TAVTEXOS. 

‘Iwo vids Aaveid xrA.] The 
form of address summarizes the 
thought of the genealogy. On the 
nom. for the voc. see Blass, § 33. 4. 


On p with the aor. subj., 39 times 
in Mt. always in sayings of Jesus, 
except here and iii. 9, see Moulton 
i 124. On yvvaika (avoided in 
Scur ‘thy betrothed’) see note on 
pvyotevbcions, v. 18. 75 yevvnOev 
is ‘that which hath been engendered,’ 
not natum fuerit (k). In the earlier 
message to Mary (Lk. i. 35) the 
present tense is used: so $ sin.cur 
here; cf. Protev. 14 7d yap év adry ov. 

21. Té€erar Sé vidv xtA.] The 
wording of the narrative has been 
coloured by that. of the quotation 
in v. 23. On the addition ‘to thee’ 
in $sin.cur see Burkitt (Hv. daMeph. 
ii. 261 f.), ‘a mere stylistic addition to 
the Syriac...it never had a place in 
the Greek text” avrds is perhaps 
emphatic: ‘it is He who will save, 
etc’ The Messiah will bring about 
the redemption (cf. Lk. i. 68, xxiv. 21) 


_ascribed in the O.T. to God (Ps. 


exxix. [cxxx.] 8); see Dalman, Words, 
297. ads (OY) is the privileged 
people of God, as distinct from ¢0vn 
(O%3): the Christian ‘laity’ now 
possess their privileges; see Hort, 
Z Peter, 128 a. owes involves a 
play on the Heb. yw) (‘shall save’) 
and Yv (‘Jesus’); since such a play 
is not possible in Aramaic, a Hebrew 
original must underlie the verse. The 
angel’s words may have been in the 
form of Heb. poetry, taken from a 
collection current in Palestinian 
circles. If so, a point of contact is 
afforded with Lk’s narrative, of 
which Hebraic poetry forms so 
marked a feature. The popular 
expectations of ‘salvation’ from sin 
were based on the O.T., and were 
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mainly concerned with salvation from 
the punishment of sins; ‘righteous- 
ness’ (=vindication) would be the 
result, rather than the cause, of 
national redemption. But Christian 
thought finds in the words, as the 
evangelists doubtless did, a promise 
of individual forgiveness for all sin- 
ners; cf. Scur, ‘he shall save alive 
_ the world from its sins’ (see Burkitt, 
op. cit. 257). 

22. rovto € dAov xrtA.] The 
perf. yéyovev (cf. xxi. 4, xxvi. 56, 
Heb. vii. 14) denotes that the event 
stands recorded in the abiding 
Christian tradition ; cf. similar per- 
fects with reference to O.T. records, 
Heb. vii. 6, 9, 11, viii. 5. tva (and 
Gres U, 23, vill. 17; xiii. 35) in 
this and similar formulas is not 
equivalent to wore: in the early 
Church it was a leading conception, 
particularly marked in the Ist and 
4th Gospels (cf. il. 15, 23, iv. 14-17, 
Witte D7, XM. 17—21, Xill, 35, xxl 4 
fmUG wd sO i. X1t, 16, Xix, 24, 
28, 36 f.; see Camb. Brbl. Essays, 
221), that the events of Christ’s life 
were divinely ordered for the express 
purpose of fulfilling the O.T. An 
exact parallel is not found in Jewish 
writings, but somewhat similar 
formulas occur; YONI” 1D OP * to 
fulfil that which is said’; O”pnj tS 
‘then was fulfilled’ (cf. Mt. ii. 17, 
xxvii. 9); see Bacher, Huxeg. Term. i. 
ii Oi. 1) Kangs i. 27,. vill. 15, 
24, Jer. xliv. 25. 7d fnOev KrTA. 
and similar expressions are confined 
Lomita TS. 075-23, 101.03, lv. 14, 
Siete xi. (7, Xi. 35, xxi 4, 


eae, Gh Osh TN Se qare wey MS 
words were spoken by Yahweh 
(Kvpiov without the article is a 
quast. proper name); the prophet 
was only His instrument. For dd 
Ge Mayet Jos xx. 2; Lk. Gi. 70; Ac 
i. 16 al.) prefers dud cTopatos = ‘DA 
(2 Chr. xxxvi 22 only). 

23. idod  mapBévos ktA.] The 
quotation is from Is, vii. 14: idod 7 
tapbevos ev yaorpi Ajnpperar (B; E&er 
NAQ) kal referar vid, Kal kaderets 
ktX, For the last verb there are 
variants: kadérevs (BA) = NNTP; so 
Aq., Sym., Theod. ap. Eus. and Jer. ; 
kadécet (S) = M.T. NNW; Kaderov- 
ow (apparently I, probably derived 
from Mt.) is a periphrasis, more Aram., 
for the passive KAnOjoerar, and 
suggests that the passage was current 
in Mts time in an Aramaic trans- 
lation from the Heb, and formed 
part of a collection of testemonia. 
qap0evos was understood by Mt. in 
the sense of ‘virgin’; and Iren. (ap. 
Eus. H.#. v. 8) blamed the daring 
of Theodotion and Aquila who ren- 
dered Isaiah’s word 12?¥ by veavus. 
But, as Jerome (in loc. Is.) admits, - 
‘porro ALMA apud eos verbum am- 
biguum est’; the Heb. word does 
not necessarily denote ‘virgin’; see 
BDB. s.v., and cf. the cognate D?Y 
‘young man,’ and poy ‘youth. It 
could be applied to any young woman, 
and approaches 173 (‘girl’) in mean- 
ing, rather than ?3N32 (‘virgin’). 
Similarly rapévos, while it is the 
normal rendering of ndsna, also repre- 
sents T71Y2 in Gen. xxiv. 14, 16, 55, 
xxxiv. 3. bis (in the latter case of 
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one who had lost her virginity). 
It occurs only twice for migdy (Gen. 
xxiv. 43, Is. lc), which is further 
rendered by veavis (Ex. ii. 8, Ps. 
lxvii. [Ixviii.] 26, Cant. i. 3, vi. 7 [8]) 
and vedtns (Prov. xxiv. 54 [xxx. 19]). 
Whatever, therefore, may have been 
Isaiah’s thought—and it has yet 
to be proved that, under Babylonian 
or other foreign influence, he expected 
the birth of a Redeemer-King from a 
virgin (so Burney, JThS.x. 580—4, but 
see Gray, Hxpos., Apr. 1911, 289 ff.) 
—the Lxx. translation did not neces- 
sarily use wapQévos in the sense of 
‘virgin,’ although the substitution of 
veavis by Aq., Sym., Theod. was an 
anti-Christian protest. On the use 
made of the passage in early contro- 
versies with Jews see Justin, Dial. 43, 
67f., 71,77. Earlier than Justin no 
writer except Mt. cites it in connexion 
with the birth of Christ. See Add. 
n. For pebepynvevdpevov, found as 
early as the Prologue of B. Sira, cf. 
Mk. v. 41, Xv. 22, 34. 

25. kat ovK xTA.] The words 
between kai and érexev are omitted in 
Lk Ssin, and their omission seems to 
besupported by Scur.diat (see A ppar.). 
It is not unlikely that they are a 
gloss, added to safeguard the sentence 
from misunderstanding. Mt., having 


already related the fact of the Virgin 
birth, ‘was only concerned at this 
point to assert that Joseph publicly 
accepted Mary as his lawful wife, 
and publicly acknowledged her son 
as lawfully born in wedlock’ (Burkitt, 
Ev. da Meph. ii. 261), As they 
stand the words reiterate the miracle. 
But they do not necessarily assert 
the perpetual virginity of the mother. 
In the N.T. a negative followed by 
éws od (6g. XVii. 9), ews (eg. XXiV. 39), 
or éws Orov (Jo. ix. 18) always implies 
that the negatived action did, or 
will, take place after the point of 
time indicated by the particle ; 
contrast, however, Gen. viii. 7, cited 
by Chrys. ‘Non sequitur ut postea 
convenerint’ (Jer.) is true whether 
viov be read or Tov vi. adThs Tov 
mpwtdtokov (probably from Lk.), 
since ‘first-born’ no more involves 
‘later-born’ than ‘son’ involves 
‘daughter’ (Lightft. Galat. Diss. 11), 
But doubtless, like rpiv 7 ovved Oeiv, 
the words are concerned only with 
the fact of virginity at the time. 
The subject of exaAecev is probably 
Joseph (so $ sin) in accordance with 
kaXdeoers (v. 21): contrast Lk. i. 31. 
By naming the Child, Joseph publicly 
acknowledged Him a lawfully born 
member of his family. 


Additional Note on the Virgin Birth. 


1. If the event is historical, the narrative was not due to Isaiah’s 


words. 


Mt. adduces them only as a corroborative illustration, as words 
which were divinely intended to be fulfilled in the event. 


The name 
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Immanuel was to him the kernel of Christianity. But his use of it may 
be understood in two ways, according as ‘God with us’ describes the nature 
of the Child, or His work. (a) In the former case it follows that Mt. 
believed the Holy Spirit to have inspired the prophet to utter words 
which were to find fulfilment in the two natures of Jesus Christ. The 
Child is God with us. (b) In the latter case Mt.’s object was apologetic 
rather than dogmatic. He wanted to shew—and this is the more probable 
explanation of his words—that there was nothing new or extravagant in 
the thought of a miraculous birth. A birth from a mapévos only 
fulfilled Isaiah’s prophecy concerning Immanuel, whose appearance would 
mark the moment when Israel could say ‘God (is) with us’ to release us 
from foreign invasion, to save us from the result of our sins (ef. Ps. 
xlvi. 7-11). 

2. Some who cannot accept the narrative as historical have thought 
that Isaiah’s words in their Greek form gave rise to the belief in the 
Virgin Birth (Harnack, Hist. of Dogma, i. 100). But it is astonishing 
_ that though the Christianity of the N.T. is based upon the belief in the 
_ Incarnation, the O.T. passage which, according to this theory, is the 

foundation of the whole, is nowhere even remotely alluded to, apart from 
Mt. i. 23. Others hold that though Isaiah’s words were‘not the origin 
of the belief, the convictions of Christians as to the uniqueness, the 
purity, and the holiness of Jesus may have taken their rise from the O.T. ; 
that they read such passages as Ps, ii. 7 (‘Thou art my son’), Ps, Ixxii. 
(the glorious rule of the king’s son), Is. xii 2 (the inspiration of the 
Davidic king), xlii. 1 (of the Servant of Yahweh), lxi. 1 (of the Messianic 
Prophet), and transformed them into the Christian faith in one who was 
God’s Son, and who, by the action of the divine spirit, became Immanuel 
(Lobstein, The Virgin Birth of Christ, p. 96). Harnack (Date of the 
Acts, 142-149) suggests two factors which contributed to the belief; (a) 
Christians held that Christ was the Son of God, by the action of the 
Holy Spirit, in the Resurrection (Rom. i. 4), but that His Sonship 
was then carried further back, to the divine voice at the Transfiguration 
(Mk. ix. 7), then to the divine voice at the Baptism (Mk. i. 11), and 
finally to the Birth; (6) with this thought of divine Sonship by the 
action of the Holy Spirit was coupled Isaiah’s prediction. But even if the 
Sonship was carried back, in this way, to the Birth or the Conception, 
Isaiah’s prediction must still, on this theory, be regarded as an essential 
factor in the production of a belief in the Virgin Birth, and it remains 
astonishing, as said above, that no N.T. writer except Mt. should have 
alluded to it. 

3. Several writers have held that the origin of the belief was not 
Jewish, but pagan (eg. Schmiedel, Enc. Buibl., art. ‘Mary, Usener, 
ab., art, ‘Nativity,’ Pfleiderer, Das Urchristentum, and Early Christian 
Conceptions of Christ, Soltau, The Birth of Jesus Christ). Pagan myths 
of goddess mothers whose sons were divine redeemers are easy to collect. 
But, as these writers admit, the belief produced from such myths 
could not have taken its rise in Palestinian Jewish circles. The 
adaptation of pagan ideas must have been the work of Gentile Christians, 
and their incorporation into the Christian tradition must have taken 
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place at a late date. “But such a theory is confronted with the 
difficulty that the narratives of the Nativity are intensely Jewish ; 
the language is Hebraic, and the atmosphere Palestinian. If the 
portions which deal with the Virgin Birth are Gentile insertions into an 
earlier Jewish story, they should present distinctively Greek features ; 
but they do not: they are as Hebraic as the surrounding context (see Bp. 
Chase, Camb. Theol. Essays, 411-414). This is true not only of Mt.’s account 
but also of Lk. i. 34, 35, which many hold to be an interpolation. 

A modification of the theory ascribes to the narrative a composite 
origin. It is held that pagan mythology had moulded the ideas of certain 
Jewish circles, and that from these ideas, ‘which had become, so to speak, 
“international,” but may in the last resort be traced to Babylonia,’ Jewish 
Christians obtained, with many alterations of detail, ‘a poetic and 
popular symbol of a primary religious truth—of the truth that inestimable 
blessings, which, for us, have their fountain-head in the Crucified, do 
indeed come from above (Jo. viii. 23), and not from below, are not humanly 
introduced, but have their origin in God’ (Cheyne, Bible Problems, 95 f.). 
If the theory is true, it is remarkable that the humble and unlearned 
Jewish Christians treated the international myth with a bold freedom 
found in no other community. The goddess is not, as in all the 
mythologies, a heavenly being, and the son a god or an emperor, but 
both are lowly and obscure country folk. And Dr. Cheyne admits that ‘the 
stress laid on the virginity (in the ordinary sense of the word) is 
peculiar to the evangelist.’ Moreover, there is not the faintest trace 
of the alleged pre-Christian Jewish phase of the belief, intermediate 
between the pagan and the Christian. Apoc. xii, to which the same writer 
refers, is of a totally different character, and even if it contains 
pagan elements there is no evidence that it passed through a non- 
Christian Jewish phase before it reached its present form. Finally, 
it is improbable that Palestinian Jewish Christians would be unaware 
that the international myth was of pagan origin, and that, if aware of 
it, they would have embraced and adapted it. 

4. Supporters of the pagan origin of the belief can at least produce 
pagan parallels. But those who hold that the Virgin Birth of the Messiah 
was a purely Jewish expectation can produce no parallels at all. Harnack can 
say only that it seems to him probable. It is irrelevant, for example, 
to point to a section of the Ebionites, which ‘did not deny that the Lord 
was born of a virgin and the Holy Spirit’ (Eus HZ. iii. 27). Gunkel 
(Zum religionsgesch. Verstiindnis d. N.T. 68 f.), recognizing the Jewish 
character of Mt.’s narrative, holds that mythological ideas could not 
have made their way into. Jewish Christianity ‘if Judaism itself had 
not previously possessed these or analogous ideas. But this is only a 
deduction from the phenomena of Mts narrative. In the large amount 
of Jewish pre-Christian material that we possess, there is not a trace 
of the belief. Badham (Academy, June 8, 1905), indeed, attempts to 
find it in late, in some cases very late, Rabbinic literature. But he 
admits that the references are ‘slight and disappointing’ Some are no 
longer extant; and he makes no attempt to determine whether any 
are due to Christian influence. 
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5. We are thus led to the conclusion that no non-Christian source, 
written or oral, has been found which satisfactorily accounts for the pheno- 
mena of the Gospel narratives. It is impossible to determine how early 
the event of the Virgin Birth was known to Christians. From the nature 
of the case it would not be common knowledge at first. It did not form 
part of the Marcan tradition, or it lay outside S. Mark’s plan in writing for 
Roman readers, as it lay outside the plan of the compiler of Q. It is often 
said that Mt.’s account must have been derived from Joseph, and Lk.’s from 
the Lord’s mother; this, however, cannot be considered proved, and must 
not be pressed, although they were obviously the ultimate authority for the 
fact. But at least the written narrative was current within the lifetime of 
members of the family who were in a position to know the facts, and could 
have contradicted false statements. S. Paul’s silence—if he was silent—on 
the subject, need not involve ignorance, as it certainly does not in the case 
of the fourth evangelist. ‘God sent forth His Son born of a woman’ (Gal. 
iv. 4) may be ambiguous ; but the teaching of wv. 1-7 about ‘adoption ’— 
the granting of a new kind of sonship—can be better understood if it 
presupposes the Virgin Birth. And the belief, if not necessary to, is entirely . 
congruous with, the apostle’s attitude towards Christ as the ‘new Man,’ the 
‘second Adam,’ ze. the Founder and Source of a new and spiritual race. It 
is this congruity with the whole body of Christian belief, with the Incarna- 
tion, the Atonement, the Sacraments, which turns the scale for those who 
will not assert that miracles do not happen, much less that a miracle, 
avowedly unique, did not happen, but whom the literary evidence leaves 
in suspense. 


5 m. 8. of Jerusalem (Jos. Ant. vir. 
xii. 4), was the home of David, and 
the scene of the story of Ruth his 
ancestress. The Lord’s family, there- 
fore, according to Lk. ii. 3 f, con- 
sidered it their true home, and went 
thither for the enrolment. ‘In the 
days of Herod’: the only date ex- 
plicitly specified by any N.T. writer 
except Lk. Herod the Great became 
governor of Galilee in 47 B.o., and 


ii I-12. Tae VIsIr OF THE 
MaGtIans. 

1. tov d€ “Inoot xtA.] There 
was a Bethlehem in Galilee, 7 m. 
NW. of Nazareth (Jos. xix. 15 ; cf. 
Neubauer, Géogr. du Talm. 191); 
but Palestinian readers could not be 
in doubt as to which Bethlehem was 
the birthplace of the Son of David. 
Mt. probably employed the con- 
ventional form of the name. For 


the topographical genitive r. Iovdaias 
ef. NafapeO 7. TadtAaias (xxi. 11, 
Mk. i. 9), Kava +. I. (Jo. ii. 1, 11, iv. 
46). The name appears in the O.T. 
as Bethlehem of Judah (Jud. xvii. 
7 ff, xix. 1 f., 18, Ruth i. 1 f), which 
(as Jer. suggests) probably stood here 
(see v. 5); “lovdata represents 7737" 
im I Regn, xxvii. 6, 10, Js. i. +1. 
Bethlehem, the modern Bett-lahm, 


was given the title ‘King of Judaea’ 
by Antony and Octavius in 40; he 
began to build the temple in 20, 
and died in 4 Bc. See however 
Add. n. after xiv. 12.. 

idod payor ktX.]- On idov see i. 
20. If Herodotus (i. 101) is to be 
trusted, the Magians were originally 
a Median tribe, but beeame a priestly 
caste among the Persians (i, 132), as 
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the Chaldeans in Babylon (Dan. i. 4 
etc.; see Driver, p. 12-16). The 
word acquired later the more general 
sense of ‘magician’ (Ac. xill. 6, 8 ; 
ef, vill. 9, 11): it stands for ’asshaph, 
‘charmer’ (Dan. ii. 2, 10 etc. LXx. 
Theod.), ’obh, ‘necromancer’ (1 Regn. 
XXvili. 3, 9 Aq.), hartummim, ‘magi- 
cians’ (Gen. xli. 24 Sym). Mt. 
appears to use it with the specific 
force of ‘astrologer.’ Its derivation 
is still uncertain (Gee KAT? 417 ff, 
3590. In Persian inscriptions of the 
age of Darius mdg#% is found, and it 
occurs in Jewish literature and in 
SyriacasNW43D). Many of the fathers 
understood it to have a sinister force, 
and drew out the thought that magic 
was overthrown by the advent of 
Christ (cf. Ign. Hph. 19, Justin, Dial. 
78, Tert. De Idol. 78, Orig. c. Cels. i. 
60, Hil: in Mat. 1), and this idea 
prevailed in mediaeval writings ; but 
there is not a hint of it in the 
narrative. do avatoX\@v is to be 
connected with pdyo., not with 
mapeyevovto: cf. iv. 25, Jo. xi. I. 
‘The East’ might designate Arabia 
(Gen. x. 30), as Just. Tert. concluded 
from the nature of the gifts, or 
Babylonia the home of astrology 
(Orig., Jer., Aug.), or Persia (Clem. Al., 
Chrys.). But attempts to determine 
the country intended are guesses. 
That the Magians are represented as 
Gentiles can be gathered from their 
use of the term ‘the Jews, which was 
probably not.employed at the time 
except by foreighers; the Mishna 
speaks only of ‘Israelites’ Such 
passages as Is, lx. 3, Apoc. xxi. 24 
gave rise to the tradition that they 
were kings, and the triple gift that 
they were three in number. For 
apocryphal accretions to the story 
see ‘Magi, in HDB, and DOG. The 


Tlod éotiv 


Gk. form “IepoodAvpa, neut. plur. 
except in v. 3 and perhaps iii. 5, is 
invariable in Mt."*) (except xxiii. 37), 
Mk. Jo, and Josephus: The Heb. 
form *IepovoaAjp is used in xxiii. 
37, usually in Lk., who strives to pre- 
serve a biblical style, S. Paul (except 
Galiety tp tise) sandialt cbs xin 2. 
Apoe, lii. 12, xxi.2, 10. In a -trans- 
lation from a Semitic original the Gk. 
form would be employed deliberately, 
and Mt. adheres to it. Where the 
forms alternate, as in Ac, some ex- 
plain that the Heb. form expresses 
special solemnity. See Harnack, 
Apostelgeschichte, 72 ff., and somewhat 
differently Ramsay, Expos. vit. iii. 
109 ff, 414 ff Against this Schiitz, 
ZNW., 1910, 169 ff. 

2. mov eotiv «rA.|] On ‘king of 
the Jews’ see xxvii. 11. Assyr. and 
Babyl. records contain omens as to 
the fortunes of Aharri (the West 
land, Phoenicia and Palestine), drawn 
from astronomical phenomena; see 
Allen, ad loc, who also refers to 
the constellation from which, on the 
birthnight of Alexander, Magians 
foretold that the destroyer of Asia 
was born (Cic. De Divin. i. 47). In 
JThS., 1902, 524 Moulton refers to 
the Magian belief that a star could 
be the fravasht, the counterpart 
or ‘angel’ (cf. Mt. xviii, 10) of a 
greatman. Throughout the civilized 
world ideas of a ‘Messianic’ kind 
were in the air. The birth of the 
Roman Empire was diffusing law and 
order, and hence peace and wealth 
(Jos. Ant, xvi. ii. 3, iv. 3); Virgil 
(Eel. iv.) shews what a Roman ex- 
pected from Augustus; and see the 
inscriptions in his honour, quoted 
by Soltau (Birth of J. Chr. 68— 
72). Similar expectations afterwards 
centred upon the Flavian family ; 
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JOS, Bw. Vi. v. 4, Tac. Hist.-v. 13, 
Suet. Vesp. 4. It is not impossible, 
therefore, that eastern astrologers, 
perhaps proselytes, or influenced by 
Jews, should travel to the place 
where they expected the birth of the 
world’s king. See Bousset, Rel. d. 
Jud. 212 f. With the Magians’ in- 
tention to worship Jesus cf. Seneca’s 
account (Hp. 58) of Magians in Athens 
who brought sacrifices to Plato after 
his death. ; 

év tn dvatoAy] ‘At its rising,’ 
possibly a technical expression de- 
scribing the moment when the pheno- 
‘menon first became visible. It can 
hardly have the same meaning as the 
preceding avaroAGy, plur. without 
article. The appearance of a bright 
star, noted by astrologers though no 
other record survived, affords no 
evidence of the date. See Moulton, 
op. cit. 

3. axovaas S€ xrX.] The public 
excitement leads to nothing, and is 
not again referred to in the narrative. 
‘Possibly kat maoa “lep. per adrovd 
is a scribal insertion, since elsewhere 
in Mt." *IepoodAvpa is probably 
always a neut. plur. (see on v. I). 
Hence D omits raca. For the sing. 
cf. Tob, xiv. 4, Jos. Ant.1. x. 2. 

4. kat cvvayayav KtA.] From the 
time of Herod till the fall of Jerusalem 
there were, according to Josephus, 
28 high priests, appointed either 
by the Herodian princes or by the 
Romans ; Herod himself appointed 
no less than seven. They were 
chosen, for the most part, from 4 
few aristocratic families. The title 


‘high priests’ (Vg. principes sacer- 
dotum) was applied to all those who 
were €k yévovs apxuepatiKod (Ac. 
iv. 6). The particular high priest at 
this time, according to the ordinary 
chronology of the life of Jesus, was 
either Matthias son of Theophilus 
or Joasar son of Boethos (Jos. Ant. 
XVII. iv. 2, vi. 4). See Schiirer, 
HJP. 1. i. 195-206. The sacerdotal 
nobility at first formed the governing 
body of the Jewish Church (tov Naot). 
But when the power of the Pharisees 
grew, the priestly party felt com- 
pelled to admit Pharisaic doctors, 
the ‘Scribes’ (see v. 20 note), into 
the assembly. And the Sanhedrin 
also included ‘Elders’ (cf. xvi. 21 
MOLE; XK1.2 3,0XXVI. 3,475 57, XXVil- 
I, 3, 12, 20, 41), but in several 
passages (as here) Mt. does not mention 
them. In xxvi. 59 he speaks of ‘ the 
high priests and the whole Sanhedrin.’ 
See Schiirer, op. cit. 174-8. 
érvvOavero wap adtov KtXr.] The 
summoning of the whole Sanhedrin 
for this purpose ig open to grave 
doubt. Not. only is Herod said to 
have begun his reign with a massacre 


_ of its members (Jos. Ant, XIv. ix. 4), 


—he certainly reduced its import- 
ance and influence to a minimum— 
but he could easily ask the question 
privately of a single Scribe. The 
narrative emphasizes the zeal of the 
foreigners who sought the Messiah, 
in contrast with the indifference of 
the official rulers. yevvaras is the 
prophetic present, the writer giving 


‘the orat. recta of Herod’s words (Blass, 


§ 56. 8 f). 
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5 mod O xploTos yevvaTat. 


[1I. 4 


of O€ eltav alto "Ev BnOrcéu 


ips 72 fern cf \ J \ a p 
TNS lovdaias* ovtTws yap yeypamrar bua TOU mpopnrou 


6 


Kal cy, Bu@Aeém fA *loyAa, 


OYAaM@c E€AayicTH ef EN TOTC HrEeMOCIN "loyAa’ 
ék coy rap €ZeAEYCeTAl HPOYMENOC, 
GOCTIC TTOIMANE? TON AdON MOY TON “Icpata. 


7 Tore ‘Hpwdns AdOpa Kadécas tods pdyous HKpiBwoev Tap’ 


5. ev BnOXeeu xtA.] The Jewish 
belief that Bethlehem was to be the 
Messiah’s birthplace is referred to 
in Jo. vii. 42 on the authority of 
‘Scripture’ Cf. Targ. Mic. v. 1: 
‘out of thee shall come forth before 
me the Messiah.” Targ. Jon. Gen. 
Xxxv. 21 explains the ‘tower of 
Eder’ near Ephrath as the place 
where. the Messiah would be revealed. 
Rabbinic passages express the same 
expectation: Jer. Berak. 5a, Midr. 
Lam. i. 16. “Iovdaias was perhaps 
originally read *Iovéa (so Jer.), in 
accordance with the following quota- 
tion ; see v. I. 


6. kat ov xtX.] The quotation is 
from Mic. v. [2] 1; it differs both from 
Heb. and .Lxx., and was probably 

‘taken from a collection of testimonia. 
Lxx. has xal ov, BnOActu ofkos 
"Edpaba, dAuyootds €f rot efvar év 
xtAvdow *lovda: éx cov pou efeAcd- 
GeTaL TOU eivar eis GpxXoVTA TOU 
"Iopond. Except for the insertion 
of ofkos (from a repetition of the n'2 


in ‘ Bethlehem’) and <is, this follows . 
théM.T. Mts yi’ Iovda. is loosely co- 


ordinated with BnOA«ép, so that the 
expression is equivalent to ‘Bethlehem 
[of] Judah’ (so %k). On yi see ix. 
26. ovdapds eAaxiorn €? is a para- 
phrase of the original, emphasizing 
the honour which Bethlehem was to 
receive; é¢Aaxiorn means ‘least in 
honour, év ois yyepbow = BPND 
for the M.T. SpbNa (‘ thousands,’ ie. 
clans), the clans being personified in 


their rulers. dp is inserted in con- 
sequence of the paraphrase ‘thou art 
by no means the least’; in the original 
the second clause is sharply contrasted 
with the first, without a connecting 
particle. ) (wot) was probably absent 
from the text of Micah, from which the 
passage wasdrawn. ‘The passage was 
understood to mean that the Messiah 
was to be born at Bethlehem; but 
the prophet probably meant that, 
wherever he might be born, he would 
‘come out of Bethlehem,’ ie. out of 
the stock of David. since David was 
born there. ; 

nyobpevos, dutis Topaved KTXr.] 
The thought of Mic. v. 3 (‘he shall 
stand and feed (LxXx. votuavet) in the 
strength of Yahweh’) is combined 
with 2 Regn. v. 2: ‘thou shalt feed 
my people Israel, and thou shalt be 
for a ruler (7yovpevov) over Israel.’ 
Cf. 2 Regn. vii. 7, Jer. xxiii. 2: and 
see Ps, ii. 9 (LXx.), quoted in Apoc. 
ii, 27, xii. 5, Xix. 15. Wyovpevos is” 
inserted (probably from Mt.) in Mic. 
v. 1 cod. A, déo7tts draws attention 
to the ruler as a type rather than 
an individual (Moulton i. 92); cf. 
Vil. 15, 24, 26, adil 625s, xx 
Sep ooath op 5 SRG. Ue 

7. tore “Hpddns xrXd.] All the 
details of Herod’s action raise diffi- 
culties. No report of the private 
interview was likely to reach the 
Church either from Herod or the 
Magians. dre is characteristic of 
Mt. as a particle which carries the 
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avtovs eis BnOredu elzrev 


TlopevOévres eEetacate aKpt- 


A \ a , “ \ : 
Bas wept tod madiov' érav Sé ebpnte arayyeldaTé jos, 


i > nN \ a 
oTos Kay® €Meov TpocKkuricw avTo. 


e Nae , 
OU dé AKOUCAVTES 9 


a , x t 
Tod Baciréws éropevOncav, cal iSot 6 aarnp*dv eldov év 
lal 2 Lal iol > 7, 4 e 
TH avatoAn mpohyev avtovs, Ews éAOwv éeotadbn érdvw. od 


HV TO Tardiov. 
yarnv oddpa. 


id / 6c \ od f b] / A 

LOOVTES O€ TOV aoTEpa EX apPHT av Kapav Me- 10 
a! 20 / > \ 2 5 \ , 

Kal € OVTES ELS THY OLKLAV eloov TO TaLoLov II 


\ / lel \ a 
peta Mapias tis pntpos adtod, cal recovtes ™ pOTeKUVY- 


Q ov nv To Tatdiov] Tov madiou DL be gtk q 


reader to the next event in the 
narrative, often with no strict histori- 
cal sequence. Mt. so uses it 61 
times. It is virtually equivalent to 
the Heb. ‘waw consecutive,’ which 
does not occur in Aram. It is 
strikingly illustrated by the use of 
pS and yrs in the Aram. portions 
of Dan. and Ezra. 
note in JTAS.,1910,127f. axpuBovv 
(=e€erd(ery axpiBas, v. 8) recurs in 
the N.T. in y 16 only; cf, Philo, 
- De Mund, Op. xxv. peta méons é&e- 
Tacews aKxpiPBorvvTes. 

8. kat méuwas xTA.] The parte. 
is synchronous with edzev (see Blass, 
§ 74. 3). Their inquiries were to 
be ‘concerning’ the Child, not His 
whereabouts but any information 
that they could report. érdv, only 
Wikeexd.922,-34. 

9. kal idov xrA.] Since he told 
them to what town they were to go, 
the reappearance of the star, though 
an omen of success, was no longer 
needed for guidance. Patr. writers 
emphasize its miraculous nature ; cf. 
Ign. Eph. 19, Protev. Jac. 21. The 
v.l. in D seems intended to avoid the 
awkwardness of éravw ov. Protev. 
Jac, has érdvw Tov om@nAaiov emi THs 
Kepadjs Tov maidiov: see next note. 

11. kat éXOdvres xTA.] Lk. speaks 
of an inn, with a stable attached. 
According to an early tradition the 


See the writer’s’ 


Birth was in a cave; Just. Tryph. 
78 ‘in a cave near the village,’ 
Protev. Jac. Le. Orig. c. Cels.i. 51. It 
can hardly have arisen from a desire 
to add local colouring, for rock stables 
were not common. It may have 
been due to Is. xxxiii 16. But if 
it was a fact, and if the narrative 
had an Aram. basis, eis tiv olkiav 
may have originated in NN’3, ‘inside,’ 
‘within’ (cf. 2 Regn. v. 9, 3 Regn. 
vii. 13 [25]), in which case Mt. may 
have written in v. 9 érdvw Tov 
aornXaiov of, which a scribe altered 
to ém. 00, because ‘cave’ and ‘house’ 
seemed to be mutually exclusive. 
On the aor. tpovextvnoay see Blass, 
§ 57. 4. For @ncavpot for that in 
which they were carried cf. Deut. 
xxviii. 12. All the gifts were pro- 
ducts of Arabia, but gold was found 
also in Babylonia and elsewhere. 
Herod, (iii. 107) wrongly states that 
frankincense, myrrh, and some other 
spices, were procurable only in Arabia. 
But many considered Persian frank- 
incense the best (Strabo xvi. iv. 25), 
and it was also found in India and 
Syria (Bibl. RWB. ‘ Weihrauch’). 
Symbolic meanings of the gifts were 
widely adopted ; eg. Juvencus, Ev. i. 
249 f., ‘Tus, aurum, murram, regique, 
hominique, deoque’; and cf. Caswall’s 
hymn, A. and M. 76, based on 
Prudent. Oathemerinon xii. 70 ff. 
C 
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KOONTZ BT OY Sé avtav idov ayyedos Kupiov paiverar Kar 


dvap TO Toon eyou 


"EryepOets mrapdraBe TO TraLovoy 


Kab Thy pnrepa avTod Kal yeas els Alyumrov, Kat tobe 


é€xel ews ay elmw cou’ 
, a >’ / 

14diov Tov arroXNecaL 
Tavdiov Kal 


es 
avuTo. 


15 Alyumrrov, Kal nv éxel 
12. Kal xpnpaticGevtes kTA.] Ve. 
responso accepto. In class. Gk. the 
verb denotes ‘to do business, manage 
public affairs,’ hence ‘to advise, or 
consult, on public affairs.” In later 
Gk. it gained the force of ‘to give 
an authoritative answer,’ as by an 
oracle: Jos. Ant. v. 1. 14, Fay. Pap. 
137 (Ist cent. A.D.); or more generally 
‘to give a divine command or warn- 
ing’: Lk. ii. 26, Jer. xxxii. 16 [xxv. 
30], Job xl 3 [8] The pass. of 
the person warned is rare: Lk. ii. 
2.6 (DD) eAchx. 225) Heb. Valens ext.0 71, 
Jos. Ant. 111. viii. 8, Ox. Pap. 886 
(3rd cent. a.D.). A further meaning 
of the active occurs in Ac, xi. 26. 
In Protev. Jac. xxi. 4, Chrys. ad loc., 
Orig. c. Cels. i. 60 the warning is 
ascribed to an angel, as in Joseph’s 
case. avaywpetv, virtually ‘escape’ (see 
M.-M. Vocab, s.v.), is frequent in Mt. 
(° Mk.* Jo.* Ac.”). For é:é cf. vii. 13. 
13-15. Tue Fuicut intro Eeypr. 
13. avaxwpynodvtwv 6 xtr.] In 
spite ofthe wonder of His birth, the 
human Infant must be rescued not 
by miracle but by flight ; see Orig. 
c. Cels. i. 66. The angel does not 
explain why Herod should seek to 
kill the Child. éyepOeis is redundant, 
as in i. 24. 
14. 6 8& éyepOeis xtd.] The 
nearest route to Egypt would be by 


ws THs TedEUTHS 


perdre yap “Hpwdns Enteiv tO mas- 
o oe 


% fal \ id es 
THY pnTépa avtTod vuKTOS Kal aveywpnoeV ets 


éyepOels rapéraBe To 


‘“Hpddou' iva 
unfrequented paths to the coast plain 
(cf. Gosp. Ps.-Mat. xvii. 2 ‘per viam 
eremi’), and then by the high road ; 
see Jos. BJ. iv. xi. 5. TedevTH is 
not found elsewhere in the N.T. In 
apocryphal traditions the stay in 
Egypt lasted variously from one to 
seven years (Resch, Das Kindhetts- 
evang. p. 167). 

15. iva tAnpwOy ctr.) On the 
formula see i. 22. The quotation is 
from Hos. xi. 1. Heb. ‘N89? ONS 
a5 ‘And from Egypt I called to 
my son’ (or perhaps ‘called my son’). 
Lxx. kal e€ Aiytrrou petexdAcca, 
(A -€aro) TA Téxva avTov (=1 25). 
Targ. ‘and from Egypt [sc. until now] 
have I called them sons’; and Sym., 
Theod., Pesh. interpret similarly. 
But Aq. differs from Mt. only in 
using dé for e€&. Mt. employed a 
translation which he found in a col- 
lection of testemonia. The origin of 
the quotation was unknown to early 
Christians who were acquainted only 
with the bxx. A scribe actually adds 
a note in & referring to the book of - 
Numbers, ic. to Num. xxiv. 8. The 
prophet referred only to an event in 
Israel’s history: Mt. finds in the word- 
ing a point of comparison with the 
Messiah, in that Gcd’s ‘Son’ was in 
each case ‘called from Egypt,’ The 
narrative of the flight seems mainly 
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id@v oti éveTraiyOn bd Tov padyov eOvpdbOn dav, Kal drro- 
/ bd ~ 4 a 

atethas aveihey Tavtas Tovs taidas tovs év BnOdrceu Kat 
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Tore érAnpoOn 17 


To pnOéev Sia “lepepiou tod mpopytov réyorTos 


intended te lead up to the quota- 
tion. 

There was a Jewish tradition, 
known to Origen (¢. Cels, i. 38), that 
Jesus, after growing up in obscurity, 
served in Egypt as a labourer, and 
practised miraculous arts, on the 
strength of which, when he returned 
to Palestine, he gave himself out to 
be a God (ef. Just. Apol. i. 30). An 
earlier form of it is traced to R. 
Eliezer b. Hyrcanus (80-120: a.D.), 
that the son of Stada (ve. Jesus) 
‘brought with him magic arts out 
of Egypt in an incision [ie by 
tattooing the formulae] on his body’ 
(Shabb. 104). See Laible, J. Chr. 
in the Talm., ed. Streane, 46-9. 
This attempt to ascribe the Lord’s 
miracles to Satanic agency seems to 
be independent of Mt.,and may have 
been known to him, so that one 
object of his account may have been 
to combat it. 


16-19. THz MassacRE OF THE 
INFANTS. 

16. tore “Hpwdys «tA.] For 
éverratxOn ‘was deluded’ (Vg. tllusus 
esset) cf. Jer. x. 15. Elsewhere in 
the N.T. it is used only of the 
‘mocking’ at the Lord’s passion. 
OvpotcGa1, very frequent in the Lxx., 
occurs only here in the N.T. a7d 
Suerovs xrA.: cf 1 Ch. xxvii. 23, 
Grd eikooaetous Kal katw, Ex. xxx. 
14, Num. i. 3. If the Magians 
saw the star at the time of the 
conception, they might arrive at 


Jerusalem shortly after the birth of 
Jesus, which is the impression pro- 
duced by ov. 1 f. But Mt. may 
have supposed that Herod would 
think it safer to conclude that the 
star appeared at the Child’s birth. 
But it would be in keeping with his 
character to vent his anger upon as 
many persons as possible. The 
killing of 20 or 30 children—and 
there would hardly be more in 
Bethlehem — would be nothing to 
one who massacred on a large scale 
(see Jos. Ant. XVI. xl. 7, XVII. ii. 4, 
vi. 4, 5). The mot of Augustus 
that it was better to be Herod’s sow 
(Ss) than his son (vids), is quoted 
by Macrob. (Sat. 11 iv. 11), who 
erroneously speaks of the emperor 
as having heard that Herod’s son was 
among the children whom he had 
commanded to be killed in Syria 
under two years old. The murder 
of the children, but the failure to 
kill Israel’s Saviour, recalls the story 
of Pharaoh, Ex. 1. 15-11. 10, See 
Add. n. 


17. Tore érdnpwOn xKtr.] This 
formula (see on i. 22) instead of iva 
(dws) mAnpaéOy, is employed only 
here and in xxvii. 9, both referring 
to Jeremiah the prophet of sorrow. 
The attempts of Herod and of Judas 
to compass the Lord’s death fulfilled 
O.T. language, but Mt. possibly 
altered the expression because he 
shrank from ascribing them to a 
divine purpose. 
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18. gdwvy év “Paya xrA.] The 


quotation is from Jer.-xxxviii. [xxxi.]' 


15. It differs widely from the Lxx.: 
gov év ‘Papa neotcOn Opyvov 
kat KAavOpo0d Kal ddvppod* “Pay7nA 
drrokAatopevyn ovK nOeAev ratcac Gar 
éxt tots viois avis, Ore ovK eiciv. 
The chief variant in Lxx. Mss. is 
TH vWyndry (&* A) for “Pape ; ef. Jer. 
(in Mat.): ‘vox in excelso audita est, 
id est longe lateque dispersa.” Mt., 
or the collection of testemonza which 
he employed, follows the Heb. fairly 
closely: ddvppds odds is a para- 
phrase of DWN 5A ( weepings of 
bitterness’), the second xa’ has no 
equivalent in the M.T., and the second 
m3 dy is omitted. 

Jeremiah sees in imagination the 
exiles being led out of Jerusalem, 
and on their way passing Ramah (cf. 
Jer. xl, 1), 5 m. north of the city, at 
the northern border of Benjamin. 
Near it was Rachel’s tomb (1 Sam. 
x. 2); and she is pictured as weeping 
over her sons as they go by. But in 
Gen. xxxv. 19, xlviii. 7 the tomb is 
said to be near Ephrath, and the 
words ‘which is Bethlehem’ are 
added. Either this was an incorrect 
gloss, or there were two traditions as 
to the site of the tomb. Mt., know- 
ing this gloss or tradition, was able 


to quote Jeremiah’s words to illustrate 
his narrative. Since the 4th cent. 
A.D. a traditional site of the tomb 
has been shewn (HDB. iv. 193 a). 


RO=25 
NAZARETH. 
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19-21. TeXevTjoavTos Sé€ KTA.] 
These verses are a repetition, mutatis 
mutandis, of vv. 13, 14a. yn lopanr 
is a general expression for Palestine 
as contrasted with a foreign country ; 
ef. Ab. Zara i. 8. Since Herod alone 
sought the Child’s life, the plur. 
teOvyjkacw ot Cyrouvres does not 
refer to the Sanhedrin (Jer.); the 
language has been coloured by the 
story of Moses’ life (Ex. iv. 19). See 
Add. n. Ovijo Kew does not oceur 
elsewhere in Mt. For (yreiv TH 
puxjv (=H) NN pd) cf. Rom. xi. 
3 (LXX.). 


22. dkovoas 5€ xtX.] On reach- 
ing Palestinian territory, Joseph 
heard that Archelaus had succeeded 
his father. Herod bequeathed to 
him Judaea, Samaria, and Idumaea, 
giving him the title of ‘king’; 
Antipas received Galilee and Peraea 
with the title of tetrarch, and Philip, 
with the same title, Gaulonitis, 
Trachonitis, and Paneas (Jos. Ant. 
XVIL° Vill, “9, BU. Soe ae 


[II. 18 
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Augustus soon afterwards refused 
Archelaus the title of ‘king, till he 
should have won it by good behaviour 
(Ant. XVII xi. 4); but at the moment 
the situation could be correctly re- 
presented by Bacirctex. (On the 
pres. tense see Blass, § 56. 9, and on 
the gen. tis “lovdaias id. § 36. 8.) 
Archelaus might well be feared 
merely as being his father’s son. He 
soon shewed his character by the 
ruthless massacre that he committed 
directly after his accession (Ant. xvi. 
ix. 3; cf. BJ. u. vi. 2). The placing 
of the narrative at the time of 
Herod’s death raises difficulties in 
connexion with the chronology, and 
must perhaps be rejected as inaccurate. 
See Add. n. after xiv. 12. On éxe? 
for éxeioe (cf. xvii. 20) see Blass, 
§ 25. 2. xpnuaticbels S€ KTA. is 
modelled on v, 12. 

23. kal ehOdv KtA.] edAOov is 
redundant, and xatwxynoev, imply- 
ing motion, correctly takes «is, as 
in iv. 13; cf. Thuc. ii. 102, xart- 
ouxirbeis cis Tots epi Oividdas 
tomous. Nazareth, the modern 
en Ndsira, had no importance for 
Israel’s life apart from the Gospel 
history (cf. Jo. i. 46), and is not 
mentioned in the O.T., Josephus, or 
the Talmud. It lay on the slope of 
a hill (Lk. iv. 29), commanding a 
wide view, in a luxuriant district, 
a day’s journey from the Mediter- 
ranean, and from Capharnaum and 
Tiberias, and three from Jerusalem 
(G. A. Smith, HG. p. 432 ff). Its 
scenery must have done much to give 
the Child Jesus, as He grew, the love of 
Nature which He afterwards shewed in 
His teaching. And its seclusion kept 
it free from the narrow ecclesiasticism 
and other influences of the capital. 


The name is always spelt Na(apeO 
in Mt. and Lk. (except Mt. iv. 13, Lk. 
iv. 16 Naapa), Nafapér in Mk. i. 
9, Jo. i 45 f. (Tisch. Prol. p. 120); 
—pa@ and —pdr occur in some 
MSS. (WH. App. Notes on Orthogr. 
160), T4 Nafapa in Orig. (in. Joh.), 
Africanus (ap. Eus. H.#. 1. vii. 14),- 
and Eus. (Dem. vit. ii. 46, 50). Its 
derivation is unknown; the Ono- 
masticon gives various guesses con- 
nected with the roots 1¥) and 1; 
Dalm. (Gramm. p. 119) suggests the 
Aram. 77¥3, N7¥2 (= Heb. N¥3), ‘a 
watch-tower, in reference to the 
position of the city on a hill) But 
the transliteration of ¥ by the Gk. Z 
is very rare and doubtful; see Burkitt, 
Syr. Forms of N.T. Proper Names, 28 ff. 

dros mAnpwH7 KrA.] On the 
formula see ii 22. Since the words 
Nafwpaios kAnOyjoerar do not occur 
in the O.T. as we have it, the plur. 
mpodyntov is usually explained as 
referring to the general teaching 
which may be gathered from Scripture 
(so Jer.). For Na{wpatos (xxvi. 71, 
Jo.3 Ac.?) Mk.4 Lk.? have the latin- 
ized form Na(apnvds, from Nafapd 
(cf. Maydadryvy from Méyédadq) ; 
% always Naz*rady@ for both forms. 
6 Nafwpaios may be equivalent to 
6 ard NafapéO (xxi. 11, Jo. i. 45, 


_Ac. x. 38), as Mt. clearly intends 


here. But some derive both forms 
from the name of a district rather 
than a town, connecting them with . 
Nesar, z.¢. Gennesaret, ‘the vale or 
garden of Nesar’—the termination 
perhaps shewing a confusion with 
Nazaret. Mt.’s reference to the O.T. 
is sometimes improbably explained 
as giving a play on nézer ‘a shoot’ 
in Is. xi. 1 (where the Targ. refers it 
to the Messiah) ; cf. zemah ‘a shoot’ 
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in the ‘ Messianic’ passages Is. iv. 2, 
Jer. XXiil. §, Xxxiii, 15.; ef. Zech. iii. 
8. So most recently Abbott, The 
Fourfold Gospel, Append. I. Possibly, 
as Allen suggests, éru N. xAn@7- 
oerat is a gloss, and the sen- 
tence, ending at rpopytov (cf. xxvi. 
56), referred only to: the settle- 
ment of Jesus in Galilee; the O.T. 
reference might thus be to the 
passage of Isaiah which Mt. quotes 
later in iv. 14 ff If the copyist 
thought that Na(wpatos was derived 


from 173, ‘ Nazirite, his gloss may 
refer to Jud. xili. 7, ‘a Nazirite of 
God shall the child be,’ which might 
be represented by ‘shall be called’ 
in an Aram. paraphrase (see on Mt. 
v. 9); mpopntov might then be a 
reference to the second division of 


the Heb. canon, in which Judges is: 


one of the ‘ Former Prophets’ Resch 
(Texte u. Unt.. 1893, 4 and 1896, 7) 
boldly reads rov rpopyrov, and con- 
jectures a reference to the apocr. 
Book of Jeremiah (see on xxvii..9). 


Additional Notes on Chap. 1. 


The narrative of the Magians is rich in spiritual significance. It 
affords a type of the early history of Christianity: the Son of God was 
revealed ‘to the Jew first, and also. to the Gentile’—to the mother and 
Joseph first, and also to the foreign astrologers. This, as Zahn says, is 
heard again throughout the gospel, viii. 10-12, xii, 18-21, xv. 24-28, 
XXiv. 14, xxviii. 19. He was revealed to the humble and ignorant 
first, and then to the honourable and learned; cf. 1 Cor. i. 26. To 
the poor first, and then to the rich; to the West first, and then to the 
East. It also has other lessons: He was revealed to the astrologers by a 
method suited to their habits and understanding. And their object in 
coming to Jesus was not personal advantage, but solely to give Him homage. 


:The origin of the narratives is disputed. 1. The story of the star 
is thought to be derived from Num. xxiv. 17, where the Targ.°™* has ‘a 
king shall arise out of Jacob.’ Patristic references to Baalam’s ‘star’ are 
frequent: eg. Just. Dial. 106, Iren. 1. ix. 3, Orig. Cels. i. 59 f., Eus. Dem. 
Ix. i, I-10, Jer. %» Mat. Hence the tradition that the Magians were 
descendants of Balaam (Theoph. al.). But the star which pointed out the 
Messiah’s birthplace could hardly have been derived from a star which 
would be the Messiah Himself. If it had been, Mt. would doubtless 
have quoted the passage. And such passages as Is. xlix. 7, lx. 3-6, 10, 
Ps, Ixviil. 29, Ixxii. 10 f., which speak of the homage of the Gentiles, 
may have occurred to the evangelist, but could not form the basis of his 
detailed narrative. Nestle and Holtzmann refer to Num. xxiii, 7, é& dpéwv 
dx’ davatoAGy, which is not very convincing, though a late legend makes 
the Magians observe the star from a mountain; see ZNW., 1907, 73. 

_2. Others would find for the story a pagan source. Astronomical por- 
tents were often thought to herald the birth of heroes and kings; see 
Suet. Aug. 94. The visit of the Magians is held to be a transformation of 
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the account in Dio Cass, lxiii. 7, Pliny, Nat. Hist. xxx. 6, Suet. Nero xiii, 
of the visit of Tiridates the Parthian king with his Magians to Nero 
in A.D. 66. See Conybeare in Guardian, Apr. 29, 1903, on the apocryphal 
Syriac fragment published by Wright in JSZ. Apr. Oct. 1866. It is only 
necessary to read the passages from Dio Cassius and Pliny (quoted by 
Soltau, The Birth of J. Ohr.) to see what an effort of imagination. is 
required to suppose that so complete a transformation took place in 
Palestinian circles. Usener (Enc. Bibl. art. ‘ Nativity’) goes so far as 
to illustrate the flight into Egypt by the flight of the Olympian gods 
to that country when attacked by the giant Tryphon! Cheyne, Pfleiderer 
‘and others think, as in the case of the Virgin Birth, that the story was 
derived from pre-Christian international myths. But this is beset by 
the same difficulties as those noticed on p. 11 f. No theory is probable 
which assigns a pagan origin to narratives which are Jewish to the 
core. 3. A much more probable explanation is. that of Zahn (Comm. 
Mat.) who sees throughout chs. i, ii, an analogy between the history of 
Israel and that of Christ, The genealogy is a sketch of the history, 
leading to its culmination. -Christ, like Israel, was God’s Son (Dt. xxxii. 
18). And Mt’s quotations from the O.T. all shew the same purpose. 
Loisy (Les Hv. Synopt. i. 370) takes a similar line. The narratives, accord- 
ing to this theory, are a Christian midrash. The same is suggested in 
another form by Box (Interpreter, Jan. 1906 and ZNW., 1905), «.e. that they 
are a midrash on the story of Moses. In Ex. Rabb. it is related that 
Pharaoh’s astrologers perceived that the mother of Israel’s future Redeemer 
was with child, and that he was destined to suffer punishment through water. 
Not knowing whether he was to be an Israelite or an Egyptian, Pharaoh 
commanded all children to be drowned. Though not itself earlier than the 
8th cent. a.D., this embodies older material. It is alluded to in B. Sanh. 
IOI b, and in its main features was known to Josephus (Ant. 1. ix. 2), 
On this basis Box holds that Mt.’s story was written to shew ‘that the 
prophecy of Dt. xviii. 15 was fulfilled in the birth of Jesus, in whom the 
narrator saw a second and a greater Moses’ And it was further influenced 
by the desire to suggest the homage of the heathen world in accordance with 
O.T. prophecy. It is not in itself impossible that Magians came to 
Jerusalem because of an astronomical phenomenon. That is perhaps a 
historical fact. But the impression of the chapter as a whole is that of 
a narrative which reflects the story both of Moses and of Israel, and was 
written in Jewish-Christian circles in which the use of ‘midrashim’ 
‘was common, and their purpose well understood. 

If this is the true explanation, the wide divergences between the 
narratives of Mt. and Lk. do not call for harmonization. 1. Mt. shews 
no knowledge that the Lord’s mother and Joseph were already living at 
Nazareth at the time of the Conception (see Lk. i. 26, ii. 4); he speaks 
of the settlement there as something new, decided upon by Joseph in 
accordance with divine warning after the return from Egypt. His chief 
purpose seems to be to shew that the settlement at Nazareth, as well as 
the return from Egypt, fulfilled O.T. prophecy. 2. Lk. shews no know- 
ledge of the flight into Egypt; ii. 39 distinctly implies that the return to 
Nazareth followed immediately upon the rite of purification in Jerusalem ; 
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and that the Holy Family returned thither for no other reason than that 


Nazareth was their home. 


The complete independence, however, of their 


narratives favours the truth of their common tradition that Jesus was 


born in Bethlehem. 


lii.—iv. 6. PREPARATION FOR THE 
MInIstTRY. 


iii, 1-12. (Mk. i. 1-8, Lk. iii. 1- 
17; cf. Jo. i. 6-31.) Tue MInNistRY 
oF JOHN THE Baprist. 


1. ev 6€ tats xrA.] The reader 
is assumed by Mt. to know the period 
to which the events belong; cf. Mk. 
i. 9, Vili. 1, etc, Exod. ii. 11, Jud. 
xviii. 1, 4 Regn. xx. 1. Mt. similarly 
refers to more confined periods with 
Kaipos (xi. 25, Xii, 1, xiv. 1) and dpa 
(xviii. I, xXvl. 55), without a con- 
necting d¢, which should perhaps be 
omitted here. Lk. gives the date as 
the 15th year of Tiberius, and names 
contemporary rulers; see Add. n. 
after xiv. 12. 

mapayiverat xTX.] The historic 
present (Mk. éyévero, Lk. 7AGev) is a 
feature of chs. ili., iv.; cf. vv. 13, 15, 
iv. 5, 8, 10, 11. Mt. usually sub- 
stitutes an aorist, except in the case 
of A€yer, -ovovy (Allen, pp. xx., lx. 
Oxf. Stud. 333 f). 

6 Barricrys] cf. Jos, Ant. XVIII. 
y. 2, “Iwdvov tod emixadovpéevov 
Bartirtot. Mk. has 6 Bamrifwy, 
and in vi. 14. He is introduced 
as a person well known to the readers, 
appearing on the stage of history as 
suddenly as his counterpart Elijah. 
Lk. has prepared for his appearance 
by an account of his birth, but, in 
the O.T. manner, gives his father’s 
name; cf. the first verse of Is., Jer., 


Hos., Joel, Jonah, Zeph., Zach. ‘The 
wilderness of Judaea’ (cf. Ps. Ixii. 
[Ixiii.] ttle (&)) is the region which 
slopes down from the highlands of 
Judaea to the Dead Sea, but could 
include the whole of the Jordan 
valley (the mod. Ghér) on both sides 
of the river, so far as it belonged to 
Judaea at the time. For the limits 
of Judaea see Jos. BJ. 111. iii. 5, G. A. 
Smith, Hist. Geogr. ch. xiii, Mk. 
has simply év 77 épjuw, an echo of 
Is. xl. 3,.which Mt. afterwards quotes; 
John could not strictly be said to 
baptize in the wilderness, where there 
was no water. Lk. more accurately 
distinguishes év ty épyjuw, where the 
word. of God came to John, from 
TaTav TV TEpixwpov Tov “lopSdvov, 
to which he came preaching; cf. also 
Lk. iv. 1. His activity must have 
extended beyond Judaea into Peraea, 
since he came into conflict with 
Herod Antipas, to whom the latter 
belonged, and Lk.’s expression per- 
haps implies this; see on xiv. 3. 
This would agree with Jo. x. 40, 
where it is placed on the E. of 
Jordan; two unknown spots are 
named: Bethany (i. 28, v.J. Betha- 
bara) and Aenon near Salim (iii. 23). 
épnpos, like 127, is not necessarily 
a sandy waste, but a tract suitable 
for pasturage. 

2. petavoeite kTX.] The preach- 
ing of the Baptist, as of the Lord 
(iv. 17), is summed up, by Mt. alone, 
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in a sentence. jeravoeiy (frequent 
-in the uxx. for DM) is not merely 
penitential sorrow (Vulg. poenttentiam 
agere). but a change of nous. ‘In 
graeco sono poenitentiae nomen non 
ex delicti confessione, sed ex animi 
demutatione compositum est’ (Tert. 
c. Marc. ii. 24). That was now the 
one necessity, in view of the near 
advent of the Kingdom. Jewish 
teachers were divided as to whether 
repentance was necessary for the 
coming of the Kingdom (Volz, Jiid. 
Esch, 112 f., Lightfoot, Hor. Heb. ad 
loc.), but according to Mt. the Baptist 
has no doubt about it, not as a means 
of bringing the Kingdom, but as a 
preparation for it. He is imbued 
with the desire for moral righteous- 
ness which marked the Heb. prophets. 
But his thoughts are not only ethical 
but eschatological. It is true that in 
Mk. and LK. he is said only to proclaim 
‘a repentance-baptism for remission 
of sins, and Mt. may have avoided 
eis adeow duaptias in view of the 
_ Lord’s submission to the rite (see 
on v. 14). But whether or not the 
expression ‘Kingdom of Heaven,’ 
‘like the account of his preaching 
which is absent from Mk., was derived 
from Q (so Streeter, JTRS. July 
191 3), John takes from the prophets, 
in Lk. (vv. 7—9) as well as in Mt., 
not only their ethical, but also their 
eschatological teaching, which was 


the starting-point of the current. 


expectations found in the apocalypses. 
And his baptism had an eschatological 
‘ meaning, as a preparation by which 


évdua avtov amo Tpiyav 4 


men. could ‘flee from the wrath to 
come. Echoes of his words are 
sometimes heard from the Lord’s 
lips; ef. v. 7 with xii. 34, xxiii. 33; 
v. 8 (kdpmos) with vii. 16-20; v9 
(‘sons of Abraham’) with Jo, viii. 
37-41; v. 10 with vil. 19; v. 12 
with xiii. 30. But while. both pro- 
claimed the near advent of the King- 
dom, with the one it was a warning, 
with the other chiefly an evayyéAvov 
(see on iv. 17). 

3. obros ydp xtX.] He preached 
repentance, for that was necessary in 
one who was to fulfil the prophet’s 
words. The masc. 6 p7Geis is unique 
in the N.T., but the formula is 
analogous to that in i, 22. The 
quotation is from Is. xl. 3. (In Mk, 
whose Introduction is still a disputed 
problem, it is preceded by words 
from Mal. iii. 1, used in another 
connexion in Mt. xi. ro= Lk. vii. 27. 
Mk. places together the only O.T. 
passages in which 41 138 occurs ; 
see Camb. Bibl. Essays 179.) avrovd 
is substituted for rod GOeov mpuav, 
since Kvpiov is made to refer not 
to God the Father but to Christ ; 
otherwise it agrees with the Lxx., 
which loses the parallelism of the 
M.T. in which ‘in the wilderness’ is 
connected with ‘prepare, and ‘in 
the desert’ is added after ‘make 
straight. The prophet refers to 
the return of Israel from exile, 
accompanied by their God. The 
evangelists use the words but not 
the sense. 


4. avros 5€ KTA.] ‘The afore- 
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mentioned John’; cf. xii. 45 (D), 
abtov Tov dvOpurov, Mk. v. 16 (D), 
vi. 17, 18 (D), 22; see Moulton i. 
91, who gives examples from papyri 
of the 1st and 2nd cent. A.D. 
Wellhausen (EHinl. in d. dret ersten 
Evang. 27) refers it to the Aram. 
idiom. Mt. transposes Mk’s order, 
in describing the person of the 
Baptist before his success. The 
description (absent from Lk.) of his 
person, ascetic and prophetic, is thus 
made to carry on the thought of the 
prophecy ‘a voice of one crying in 
the desert.’ 16 evdupa atrov: the 
garment was probably not made of 
camel’s:skin (as D in Mk. i. 6 deppnv 
kapnXov, and Chrys), but of rough 
sackcloth woven from camel’s hair. 
The conjecture tpvxov (‘ tatters,’ 
‘rags’) is unnecessary. The descrip- 
tion is partly taken from that of 
Elijah’s clothing (2 Kings i. 8), 7 
atody avrod Tors “lovdaious wadAov 
épetAxeto Tov péyav “HAiav év atte 
BXerovras (Chrys). Mt.’s » de tpod7) 
adrov avoids Mk.’s loose construction 
kat €oOwv. For further notes on 
the passage see Swete. The gloss 
which he quotes from the Ebion. 
gospel may have been suggested by 
the similarity of dxpis to éyxpis (a 
‘cake’), 

5, 6. tore e£eropevero ktA.] The 
city and districts are personified, as 
in Mk., rdéca 7) wepix. 7.’ lopd. being 
added: Lk. mentions this alone, and 
says that John came to the region, 
not the region to John (see Oaf. Stud. 
p. 7) On’lepoodAvpa see ii, 1. Mt. 
and Lk. must have derived zaca 7 


-we possess. 


mepix. T. “Iopé. either from a non- 
Marcan source or from a recension 
of Mk. different from that which 
For further notes see 
Swete. To his references for é£op. 
Tas dpaprias may be added Jos. Ant. 
VTE Ave) Onl Doar xen Sle 

7-10. (Lk. iii. 7-8.) A specimen 
of the Baptist’s preaching, not found 
in Mk., probably derived from Q. 
Lk. (vv. 10-14) extends the account, 
from a different recension of Q, 
or from another source, relating the 
response of the poor and despised to 
the call; or Mt. may have omitted 
it in order to confine himself to the 
thought of judgment. 

7. wv 8 roAdovs KTr.] Only 
in xvi. 1 do Pharisees and Sadducees, 
as here, take common action. Here 
a strong attraction, there a strong 
repulsion, made them for the mo- 
ment forget their differences. On 
the Sadducees see Add. n. after xxii. 
33. Lk., who sometimes minimizes 
anti-Pharisaic controversy (see Ozf. 
Stud. p. 70), says only that the 
Baptist spoke rots éxmopevopevois 
6x Aous who have not been previously 
mentioned. But it is less likely that 
he addressed the people indiscrimin- 
ately, as yevvyuara exidvov than 
that he singled out their religious 
leaders. The presence of the people 
would add force to the rebuke. And 
Lk. perhaps implies in vii. 30 that 
his source mentioned Pharisees in 
connexion with John’s baptism. 
Whether avrot is added after 
Bértwpo, or not, épxopuevous «tr. 
need not mean that -they came (as 
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& pesh) for the purpose of being 
baptized (contrast v. 13); they came 
with the populace, drawn by the 
general excitement, to the scene of 
the rite. Other passages (xxi. 25, 
32, Lk. vil. 30) shew that they 
refused to repent, while the masses 
counted John as a prophet. dev 
describes a single rebuke (7.e. to the 
Pharisees and Sadducees); édeyev 
_(Lk.) a summary of what he was 
in the habit of saying to the people. 

yevvipata exiovav «trX.] Veg. 
progenies viperarum (so xii. 343; but 
Xxill. 33, Lk. iii. 7, genimina vip.). 
Only Mt. (/i.c.) relates that Jesus used 
the same expression; see on v.. 2. 
It is probably only an equivalent 
for éxidvai: cf. exyova doridwy Is, 
xi, 8, xiv. 29, xxx. 6, in each case 
a single Heb. word (ZNW., 1913, 
' 267 f.). See class, parallels in Aesch. 
Cho. 249, Soph. Ant. 531, Trach. 
1099. Though the question tis 
bréser£ev xX. is ironical, the Baptist 
does not despair of their repentance, 
as v. 8 shews. % péAAovoa opy} 
(cf. 1 Thes, i. 10) is a reference to 
the day of judgment upon sinners 
which the prophets had foretold (Is. 
xi. 9, Zeph. i. 15, ii: 2 f£, Mal. 
iii. 2; iv. 1, 5); but John’s hearers, 
like their forefathers, thought that 
. the divine wrath could be destined 
only for the heathen; or if (as 
several apocalyptic writers had re- 
cognized) sinners in Israel would 
also be included, they at least were 
among the pious few who would be 
saved. The words perhaps suggest 
the fleeing of snakes from a field 
when the harvest begins. On the 


various Jewish conceptions of the 
coming wrath see Volz, Jiid. Esch. 
268-282. 

8. moujoate ov KTA.] By re- 
sorting to me you have apparently 
taken the first step in the way of 
escape; go on then (otv) and make 
it good. This fruit can be produced 
instantaneously (aor. roujoare); dpxet 
OedXjoa, Kat Td Sevdpov edOéws 
eBAdornoev (Chrys.). moveiy kapmrov 
occurs in Arist. Plant. i. 4, ii. 10; 
but kapads used metaphorically as 
the result of character is purely 
biblical: xxi. 43, Is. x. 12, Jer. xvii. 
LO) ete, Jam. a; 18, Gal y. 22, 


‘Phil. i. 11; and the illustrations in 


Mt. vii. 16-20 are virtually meta- 
phors. A possible rendering is 
‘worthy fruit (consisting) of repent- 
ance’; ‘dignum fructum poenitentiae’ 
(Hil): ‘worthi fruytis of penaunce’ 
(Wycl.and the Commination Service) ; 
but the fruit is not the change of 
heart, but the acts which result from 
it. Cf. Ac. xxvi. 20, where both are 
spoken of. ‘Repentance and good 
works are a shield against punish- 
ment’ (Aboth iv. 15; cf. 24, with 
Taylor’s notes). 

9. kal py Sognte xtd.] ‘Do not 
imagine [that you have a right] to 
say.’ Cf. Aphr. ‘be not boastful and 
saying,’ Vg. ne velitis, The expres- 
sion is difficult; .$ sin.cur omit 
ddgyre. Lk. has px) adpEno Ge: if this 
stood in his recension of Q, it may 
represent the Aram. }#/N (Dalman, 
Words, 27 f., Moulton i. 15), and 
dd€nre may be a stylistic alteration ; 
but since dépxeo@au is frequent in Lk,, 
it may have been his alteration of 


28 


éy éavTots Harépa EXomev 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


(III. 9 


TOV “ABpadp, Aeyo yap opiv 


dre Sivatas 6 Oeds ex tev AV TovTeV eryelpar TEKVA TO 


0’ ABpady. 


0% dé 7 agin mpos Thy pilav Tov Sév8pav 


KELTQL’ Tay obv dévdpov a qToLovy Kaprov K@NOV eKKOTTETAL 


I1Kal eis Tip Barrera. eyo 
the difficult word. On pa with the 
aor. subj. see i. 20. To be a son of 
Abraham (cf. Jo. viii. 33, 53, Jam. ii. 
21, 2 Cor. xi. 22) was thought to be 
a pledge of safety : the ‘merits of the 
Fathers,’ and of Abraham in partic- 
ular, were so great as to be available 
for all Israelites. See Schechter, 
Some Aspects of Rabb. Theology, ch. xii., 
Edersheim, LT.” i. 271. 

ex TOV AlOwv KrX.] He pointed 
to the stones as he spoke, and perhaps. 
played upon the words 81348 ‘stones’ 
and 2 ‘sons’ (see xxl. 15 note). 
eyeipas (ch. dvarrioe:. oréppa, xxii. 
24) probably represents the Aram. O°) 
(Heb. D')i1); it could be used of 
erecting a structure made of stones 
(Jo. ii. 19 f, 1 Esd. v. 43, Sir. xlix. 
13), so that Abraham’s children 
would form a ‘house,’ and of produ- 
cing and establishing men before the 
eyes of the world (xi. 11, xxiv. II, 
24> AC. Xi 22°3) cl. Roma ixe 17e5 
frequent in Lxx.). It is unnecessary 
to see a reference to the Gentiles; 
God could, if He wished, produce 
Jews out of stones (so Chrys.), 2.¢. true 
sons of Abraham, who could enter 
into the privileges of the coming 
Kingdom. Mythological parallels 
are suggested by Jeremias, Bab. am 
N.T. 80, Kohler, ZNW. ix. 77 ff. 

10. 76n 5€ xrA.] But the doom 
is imminent ; your repentance, there- 
fore, must be immediate. Lk. has 
non S€ Kat, his favourite expression 
of emphasis. - For the metaphor ef. 
Is. x. 34, Jer. xlvi. [xxii] 22. The 
prophetic presents éxxémteras and 
BarXerat continue to mark the 
imminence of the doom; for the 


uev tas Barrito év bdate eis 


thought of each cf. Lk. xiii. 7, 9, 
Jo. xv. 6. Fire as a metaphor for the 
final punishment was frequent in 
Jewish Apocalypse; see sv. ‘Gehenna’ 
in HDB. and in Charles, Eschat. 
(Index), and ‘Feuer’ in Volz, Jiid. Esch. 
(Index). In the Gospels it is found 
mostly in Mt.: v. 12 (Lk. ili. 9, 17), 
Va 22. Vile MOn X14 OvrA 2m One cvaiie 
8 f. (ik ix, 43548 i. )yxxy, 41. lo 
be ‘cast into the fire’ is a favourite 
expression in Enoch. An echo of the 
Baptist’s words is heard on the lips 
of Jesus in vii, 19; see on v. 2 above. 

Ti, 2-0 (MRS 7 fuk ten 175 
AMOS 1) 240) SES Oy GG aoen, G;)) AN 
second feature in the Baptist’s teach- 
ing: the heralding of a Coming One. 
Lk, relates that John’s reason for so 
preaching was the growth of an idea 
among the people that he might be 
the Messiah, a natural symptom of 
the popular excitement. Mt. and Lk. 
are dependent both upon Mk. and Q: 
o} To mrvov «TX, has no parallel in 
Mk., and the subject to which od 
refers must have been mentioned in 
Q; the order of the clauses in Mt., 
Lk. is also due to Q. 

II. ey pev vas Kktr.] In Mt. 
the words ‘I am baptizing you,’ etc., 
are attached unsuitably to the rebuke 
to the religious leaders: in Mk. 
(kat exnpvooev Aeyov) and Lk. 
(drexpivato héywv mac 6 “lwavns) 
they are given separately as addressed 
to the people. Mk.’s parallel clause 
(without pév) follows the reference to 
the sandals; his aor, ¢Bdrrwa, if it 
is not merely an Aramaism, makes 
the Baptist look back upon his work 
as a completed whole. Parallelism 
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peTdvorav' 0 5é€ dmicw pov épydpevos ioyupdtepds ov 
€oTiv, ob ovK eiul ixavos Ta Urodipwata Bactdca: adds 
tpas Bantice, ev mvevpate ayia Kal mupi: ob 1O mrvov12 
év TH xelpt avtod, Kal Siaxabapiel tHv Gdrova adtod, Kal 


seems to require an expression con- 
trasted with eis perdvo.av. The latter 
may be a gloss, added in view of 
wv. 2, 8, 

6 8 oricw pov xtr.] Mk. 
epxeTat 6 toy. pov dricw pov. Lk. 
omits driow pov; but see Ac, xiii. 
25. The vagueness of the description 
of ‘the Coming One’ reflects the con- 
dition of Messianic expectations at 
the time (see Add. n.), but John was 
certain that He would be mightier 
’ than himself in His person and origin, 
in the instruments at His command, 
and the effects that they would pro- 
duce. For txavés ef. viii. 8 (Lk.); 
the synonym dégos is used in Jo., 
Ac. Uc. Mk.: ktyas Atoae rov 
ipavta Tov wrodnpatwv avrod, 
followed by Lk., but omitting the 
redundant xiyas. If Mt. is not a 
mere shortening of Mk. Bacrdcar 
and Atvoas may both represent the 
Aram, bow, which denotes either 
‘carry’ or ‘carry away. PBaord¢ew 
with the latter meaning occurs in 
Fay. Pap. 122, and BU. 46, 157,° 
388 ; and cf. Jo. xii. 6, xx. 15. On 
the two servile acts, possibly sug- 
gested by the baptismal rite, see 
Swete, and Kidd. 22 b (quoted by 
Lightfoot, Hor. Heb. ad loc.). 

abrds tpas Barrioes kTA.] The 
effusion of the Spirit as a mark of the 
Messianic age is foretold in Is. xliv. 
3, Ez. xxxvi. 26 f, xxxvii. 9 f, 14, 
xxxix. 29, Joel ii. 28 f., but baptism 
in the Spirit is a new expression : life 
in the coming age is in the sphere of 
the Spirit, and must be entered, so 
to speak, by immersion. But Spirit 
and Fire are coupled with one pre- 
position as a double baptism. Mk., 


who did not possess the eschatological 
warning in vv. 7—10, lacks also kat 
mupi here. For Jewish parallels to 
‘baptism by fire’ see Abrahams, 
Notes on Syn. Gospp. 3, Edersheim, 
LT? i, 273 n., and for a metaphorical 
use of ‘baptize’ cf. Mk. x. 38 f, Lk. 
xii, 50. Fire will purify that which © 
can stand it (Mal. iii. 2 f.; cf. Is. 
iv. 4), but will burn away all that is 
unworthy (Mal. iv. 1, Mk. ix. 49, 
I Cor. iii, 13-15); see vu. Ion, A 
reference to the fiery tongues at Pente- 
cost (Cyr. Jerus., al.) is impossible. 
On ev rvevpare ay. see Blass, § 46. 7. 

12. 08 TO mrvov KTA.] rTvov is 
the pala (Cato, RR. vi. 45, 151, 
Tert. Praescr. ii.), the wooden 
winnowing shovel, with which the 
corn, threshed by oxen, was thrown 


up into the wind; Vg. ventilabrum. 


It is already ‘in his hand,’ ready to 
be used immediately. The threshing- 
floor, 2.e. its contents, is cleansed by 
removing the chaff from the corn ; 
ef. Alciphr. Ep. iii. 26, dpre prow Thy 
dAw Ssiaxabypayts Kai Td mTvov 
drotiepevy «tA. To the Baptist 
the floor must have meant Palestine, 
the scene of the finaljudgment. The 
corn is His (avrov Mt.; not Lk), 
but the chaff is not. In xiii. 41, 
xxiv. 31 the gathering of the good and 
the burning of the bad are assigned to 
the angels. 4&yvpov (more frequently 
plural) was a common article of 
fuel. It is a general term, covering 
chaff, straw, and stubble; cf. the 
striking parallel in Ber. R. 83 (quoted 
by Edersheim, LT7.? i. 273 n.); and 
see Nidda 31a ‘like a man who 
winnows in the threshing-floor, and 
takes the food, but lets the refuse 
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/ \ na > a > \ > 6 / \ 8c Ba 
aovvaktes TOV aiTov avTOV els THY aTroUNKHY, TO O€ AXUpPOY 


\ , 
13 KaTaxavoet Tupl acBEeoTy. 


Tore mapayiverar 0 “lnoods 


n , 
amo ths Tadidalas ért tov “lopddvnv mpos tov lwavnv 


a a ¢ +) > nw 
14700 BamrticOjvat va avTov. 


remain. For the word cf. Ex. v. 7, 
10 ff., Is. xvii. 13, Jer. xxiii. 28, Dan. 
ii. 35 (Lxx.). For its use in papyri 
see M.-M. Vocab. sv. 08 7. rr. avTov 
imitates the Semitic use of the 
relative: cf. x. 11 (D), xviii. 20 (D), 
Mk. i: 7, vii. 25 al. ip doBeorov 
is fire so fierce that nothing can 
quench it before it has done its 
work; cf. Eus. H.#. vi. 41: two 
martyrs doBéorw mvp! Katexdnoay. 
The expression, however, implies 
nothing as to the duration of the 
punishment, to which Jewish thought 
assigned no limit ; cf xviii. 8, where 
aidviov is substituted for Mk.’s 
éoBerrov. The adj., frequent in 
Homer, was revived in later Gk. ; it 
occurs as a variant in Job xx. 26 
(A). An echo of the Baptist’s words 
is ascribed in xiii. 30 to Jesus (see v. 
2 note), the thought of which is akin 
io) Hh bay PAL (eSMIS ibe, “hs, 7) 
Regn. xxii. 17, Is, i. 31, Jer. vii. 20. 
Lk. here adds (v. 18) what appears 
to be an editorial note, pointing 
out that only specimens of the 
Baptist’s exhortations and good 
tidings have been given; and he 
completes his account of him by 
referring to his imprisonment. (vv. 
19 f.) ; see on iv. 12 below. 

13-17. (Mk.i. 9-11, Lk. iii. 21f.; 
ef. Jo. 1. 32-34.) THE Baptism OF 
JESUS. 

Mt. is influenced by Mk. ; but the 
Baptism must have been related also 
in Q, from which Mt. and Lk. drew 
their accounts of the Temptation, 
since it is there presupposed. Per- 
haps it stood in Q in a form similar 
to Lk’s, in which the Baptism is 


VA 
60 dé Ssexwrvey avTov A€yov 


mentioned incidentally, the stress 
being laid on the descent of the 
Spirit and the Voice. This would 
account for Lk.’s omission to state 
that Jesus came from Galilee; he 
introduces Him quite suddenly into 
the narrative, for the first time since 
the visit to the Temple in childhood. 


13. TOTe Tapayiverat kTA.] Mt.’s 
characteristic tore brings the incident 
loosely into relation with the Baptist’s 
work ; it means little more than ‘the 
next event to be related is—’ (see 
on ii. 7). Neither Mk. nor Lk. is 
more precise. On the historic present 
(Mk. 7AGev) see v. 1. Mk. has dvd 
Na(apér 77s Tad, mentioning 
Nazareth. for the first time, which 
Mt. omits, having already related 
the settlement there (ii. 23). tov 
BartiOnva for éBarricOn (Mk) 
emphasizes the purpose in the act ; 
cf. retpacOjvae (iv. 1) for kal Fv... 
metpa(opevos (Mk.). 

14. 6 6€ duexwAvev ktA.] For the 
conative imperf,, ‘he tried to prevent 
him, ef. Lk. i. 59 (éxdAovy), Ac. vii. 
26 (cvvjAAaocev). The meaning is 
not ‘It were more fitting for Thee to 
administer the rite to me, but ‘I 


have need of Thy baptism with- 


Spirit and fire, and comest Thou to 
my water-baptism?’ This and the 
following verse, which imply that the 
Baptist knew Jesus to be the Messiah, 
are confined to Mt. The question 
would naturally arise how it was 
that He who was born ‘of the Holy 
Spirit’ (i. 20) could need baptism 
from the preacher of repentance (see 
v. 2 note). The evangelist saw a 
profound significance in the event. 


ee 
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adinow avtov. 
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a a \ / 
Tov vdatos: Kai idod nvewyOncav oi otpavoi, Kal eldev 


16 nvewxOnoav] NB & sin.cur sah; add avrw NOCDE al minn &% omn & 


pesh.hel.pal 


15. apes dpte kTA.] Permit [me] 
just now ; the time is coming when 
it shall be known that my baptism 
is the greater. Chrys. compares Jo. 
xiii. 7. By 7piv the Lord associates 
Himself with the Jewish people, for 
whom repentance was necessary; and 
submission to baptism, the symbol of 
it, was completely to bring about 
(rAnpooa) the condition result- 
ing from the performance of wav 
' Sikaiwua: cf. Ps, exviii. [exix.] 172, 
Proy. viii. 20b (A). The Lord’s 
action was an instance of the 
principle Gperev kata TdvTa Tots 
adeAgois SpowwOnvat (Heb. ii. 17). 
peta tov SovAwy 6 Seardrys, pera, 
Tov vrevOtvwv 6 KpLTHS epxXeTas 
BamricOnodpevos (Chrys.). And see 
the fine passage in Ambr. (on Lk. iv. 
6). The ring of spiritual truth can 
be contrasted with the false note 
struck in the Naz. Gosp. (Jer. adv. 
Pelag. iii. 2): ‘ecce mater Domini et 
fratres eius dicebant ei, loannes 
baptista baptizat in remissionem 
peccatorum ; eamus et baptizemur ab 
eo. Dixit autem eis, Quid peccavi 
ut vadam et baptizer ab eo? nisi 
forte hoc ipsum quod dixi ignorantia 
est.” Of Praedic. Pauli (Ps.-Cyp. 
De rebapt. xvii.): ‘ad accipiendum 
Joannis baptisma paene invitum a 
matre sua compulsum.’ I=gn. (Smyrn. 
i.) says that Jesus was baptized by 
John fva rAnpoOyn raca dixarortvy 
tr’ avrod, the earliest certain allusion 
to this gospel. dpre is characteristic 
of Mt. (? Mk.°, Lk.°). On the historic 
present dpinow see v. I. 


16. BartirGeis 8€ KtX.] dd Tod 
Udatos, if the preposition can be 
pressed, describes the return of Jesus 
up the bank of the river (cf. Lk. iv. 
1), Mk.’s ex pictures His emergence 
out of the water. Lk. says that the 
Lord’s baptism took place ‘when all 
the people had been baptized’ (see 
Plummer), and that the vision 
occurred ‘while He was praying,’ 
Theoph., al. refer to the Manichean 
statement that Jesus left His body 
in the Jordan, and received another 
body kata davraciay. 

Kal ido} KTA.] Mt’s account is 
based upon Mk.’s, but appears to be 
influenced by the O.T.: ved Onoav 
(for Mk.’s vivid cyfopevovs) recalls 
Ez.i. 1. The addition of air@ (see 
Appar.) only emphasizes the fact that 
the vision was seen by Jesus; Mk.: 
eldev cxié T. odpavots, ‘Aperiuntur 
autem coeli non reseratione ele- 
mentorum sed spiritualibus oculis’ 
(Jer.). «idev mvedua Peov does not 
suggest that anyone but Himself saw 
it. John probably went into the 
water with Jesus (cf. Ac. viii. 38); 
but he can hardly be the subject of 
dvaBaivwy and efdev in Mk. (go 
Spitta). Mt. prefers mvetua Oeod 
(cf. xii. 28), an O.T. expression, 
to 7d mv. Td Gyvov (Lk.), which 
would be the more usual in the 
mouth of a Jew of the period. 


-But both are probably nearer to the 


original Aram. than 76 zrvevpa (Mk.), 
since M7 alone could mean only 
‘demon’ or ‘wind’ (Dalman, Words, 


203). 
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al na a \ \ , bee 
mvevpa Ocov KataBaivov woe Tepiotepay épxXopevoyv €7 

lal eral i / 

17avTov: Kal idov gwvn éx THY otpavav Aéyovca OdTOS 
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kataBaivov KTA.] The two par- 
ticiples describe, two stages in the 
descent. woel mepirtepay is not ‘as 
a dove comes down’ (1.¢. with a gentle 
descent), but, as Lk. interprets it, 
cwpatiky elder ws wepiot. Cf. Lk. 
x. 18, Ac. x. 11, where, as here, the 
phenomenon is a subjective experi- 
ence, a Jewpia vont? (see Orig. fragm. 
on Jo. i. 32, Brooke ii. 236 ff.). én 
(Mt., Lk.) for eis (Mk.) may have 
been due to Is. xlii, 1 (€dwxa 7d 
mvevpd pov er advrdv), the first 
part of which Mt. cites in the follow- 
ing verse. The Ebion. Gosp. (ap. 
Epiph. Haer. xxx. 3) has év ide. repi- 
orepas kateABotens Kat cirehOotons 
eis atrév. In Lk. D & pler. vg. 
also read «is. If this means ‘into,’ 
the subjective nature of the spiritual 
vision is further emphasized. Spitta 
strangely argues from it that the 
mention of the dove was a later 
insertion. Jer. seizes the significance 
of the event: ‘mysterium Trinitatis 
in baptismate demonstratur, 

17. kat tod govy KTrAX]) A 
Voice was heard at the Transfigura- 
tion (xvii. 5), by S. Peter (Ac. x. 13, 
15), and 8. Paul (Ac. ix. 4); cf. Jo. 
xii. 28. The later Talmudic bath kél 
(eg. Berak, 3a) was analogous, but 
the conceptions attaching to it were 
sometimes so frivolous and even 
profane, that the more intelligent 
rabbis condemned it as a super- 
stition (Edersheim, D7? 1.285 f.). eéx 
7. ovpavav (so Mk.; Lk. é£ ovpavod) 
meant to a Jew ‘from the place 
where God dwells’; here it is 
virtually, though not actually, a 
periphrasis for God; cf. Dan. iv. 28 


[Engl]. 31] (Dalman, Words, 218). 
See Mt. v. 12, 34. 

obtds eotiv kTA.] Mk., Lk. od ef 

. €v coi. In Mt., in the ordinary 
text, the words are assimilated to 
those at the Transfiguration, where 
all the synn. have otros (xvii. 5, Mk. 
ix. 7, Lk. ix. 35). od €2 6 vids pov 
is taken from Ps. ii. 7 (vids prov €? 
ov LXx.), and the remainder from Is. 
xlii. 1 (which the Targ. interprets of 
the Messiah). The juxtaposition of 
the two quotations was rendered 
easier by the fact that wats in Is. 
(Heb. T3Y) could be understood as 
meaning ‘child’ (Dalman, Words, 
276-80). The force of the second 
quotation is heightened by the fact 
that the next words in Isaiah are ‘I 
have put my Spirit upon him’ 
The titles, therefore, ‘My Son’—‘the 
Beloved,’ in the two quotations are 
distinct. (Ssin.cur Ephr. separate 
them by ‘and’; see Burkitt, Hv. da 
Meph.ii. 116.) Sonship and Messiah- 
ship are not necessarily identical con- 
ceptions (see Dalman, Words, 268-7 3): 
the former was taught to the disciples 
(xi. 27) before the latter (xvi. 16 f.), 
and Jesus Himself perhaps arrived at 
the certainty of the former before He 
realized that it involved the latter. 
The divergent traditions as to the 
second clause (see Add. note) suggest 
the possibility that the words of the 
Voice were originally limited to ‘Thou 
art MySon’(Bacon,AJTh., 1905, 451— 
73). Tosay, however (as Bacon does), 
that Messiahship could not have been 
present to the Lord’s thoughts at this 
time, is to go beyond our knowledge. 

6 dyarntés TA] Heb. Na, Lxx. 


TIL. 17] 


6 ekAeKtds pov. Cf. Lk. ix. 35, pov 
6 €xAeAcypevos. ‘The Beloved’ and 
‘the Elect’ were interchangeable 
ternis at the time when Mt. and 
Lk. were written. The former some- 
times stands in the Luxx. for ‘I'M (ie. 
povoyevyjs): Gen. xxii. 2, 12, 16, 
Jud. xi. 34 (A), Am. viii. 10, Jer. vi. 
26. vidv dyarnrdov is used of the 
only son of the owner of the vine- 
yard (Mk. xii, 6, Lk xx. 13). 6 
Hyamnuevos is a title of the Messiah 
in Eph. i. 6, Ep. Barn. iii. 6, iv. 3, 8 


p) 
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Ign. Smyrn. (salutation), Act. Thecl. 1, 
Clem. -Paed. 1. vi. 25, and dyarnrds 
is frequent in Asc. Is. (see Charles on 
1. 4). See.further J. A. Robinson, 
Ephes. 229-33, and Swete, St. Mark 
ad loc. The aor. evddknoa (so 
Xvli. 5) represents the Heb. perf. 
WHINY); Luxx. rpocedegaro avrov 
» wx pov, Mt. xii 18 Ov 
evddkynrev 7 Y. pov, 2 Pet. i. 17 
eis Ov ey evddxnoa. The passage 
was thus current in the Church in~ 
various fornis, 


Additional Notes on Chap. wii. 
1. John’s Baptism. 


_ John’s choice of baptism as the rite with which he so closely identified 
himself that he was known as ‘the Baptist’ was doubtless due partly to 
the fact that purificatory rites were already known to the Jews. In accord- 
ance with the Law, Levitical pollutions of various kinds must be washed away 
with water (cf. Lev. xi., xiii, xiv., xv., Num. xix.). And ifa Jew was frequently 
compelled to bathe for the sake of ceremonial purity, a Gentile, on becoming 
a proselyte, would be in even greater need of it, because he had lived his entire 
life in a state of pollution. ‘Judaeus quotidie lavat quia quotidie inquinatur’ 
(Tert. de Bapt. xv.) ; ‘omnibus licet membris lavet quotidie Israel, nunquam 
_ tamen mundus est’ (de Orat.xiv.). It may therefore be taken for granted that 
the Gentile would be obliged to undergo the purifying bath (nb*30), That 
it involved complete immersion is shewn by Abrahams against Rogers (see 
JThS. Apr., July, 1911, April, 1912). It has often been pointed out that 
‘we possess no written evidence before the Christian era that Gentiles were 
so bathed. Josephus and Philo do not mention it, but perhaps because 
they never had occasion to do so. But a reference prior to A.D. 70 
occurs.in Tosephta Pesach. vii. 13 (Zuckermandel 167) =Jer. Pesach. viii., 
cited by Abrahams, Notes on the Syn. Gospp. no. 3: R. Eleazar b. 
Jacob, who was well known as ‘one of the most trustworthy reporters of 
Temple events and rites’ says ‘Soldiers were guards of the gates in Jeru- 
salem ; they were baptized and ate their Paschal lambs in the evening.’ The 
-Mishna treats the baptism of proselytes as an established and authoritative 
custom. In Pesach. viii. 8 (= Eduyoth v. 2) the question is discussed whether 
a proselyte who had been circumcised on the 14th of Nisan could, on the 
same day, wash, and in the evening partake of the Passover, or whether 
his Gentile pollution was such that he was unclean for seven days, 
‘like one who comes from a grave,’ according to Num. xix. Two writings, 
both of the 2nd cent., speak of baptism, without mention of circumcision : 
Arrian (Diss, Epict. ii. 9): ‘when we see someone acting in contradiction to 
his beliefs, we are wont to say “He is not a Jew, but is only pretending 
to be one.” But when he adopts the manner of life required of one who 
F D 
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has beén baptized and chosen [into religious fellowship], then he is both 
called a Jew and is one in reality.’ In the 2b. Oracl. (iv. 164), probably 
of Jewish origin, it is insisted that proselytes must be baptized as an outward 
token of their conversion. To these may be added the Eth. version of Mt. 
xxiii. 15: ‘ye compass sea and land to baptize one proselyte.’ The Talmud 
lays down three requirements for proselytes—circumcision, baptism, and a 
sacrifice, the last two being incumbent upon women (see Kerith. 81a, Jeb. 
46a). And this rule must date from a time before the destruction of the 
Temple, because after it sacrifices necessarily ceased. (See Schtirer, HJP. 11. 
ii, 319 ff, Edersheim, LT7.? i. 745 ff, Lightfoot, Hor. Heb. on Mt. iii. 6.) 
Further, it is probable that the Lord’s words in Mk. x. 38 would have 
been unintelligible if baptism had not been a recognized symbol of the 
entry into a new manner of life. And S. Paul (1 Cor. x. 2) appears to be 
referring to current Jewish usage. On the other hand John’s baptism was 
not a form of admission into any religious body. It does not appear that 
those whom he baptized became thereby his disciples. The ‘disciples of 
John’ (Mk. ii. 18, vi. 29), like the ‘disciples of the Pharisees, were those 
who reverenced and personally accompanied him. There is no evidence that 
their number was large. The ‘disciples’ of Ac. xix. 1 were probably 
adherents of the Christian Church, who had received a ‘baptism of repent- 
ance,’ possibly, though not necessarily, by John himself, but not baptism into 
the name of Jesus. John’s baptism, nevertheless, was novel and unique, in — 
that it did not (as Josephus implies, Ant. xvii. v. 2) cleanse from ceremonial 
impurity, but was an outward and visible sign of a change of heart, and 
was therefore ‘from heaven,’ not ‘from men’ (xxi. 25); hence it could be 
applied even to those who scrupulously avoided ceremonial impurity. In 
Rabb. theology a permanent change of heart was not considered possible 
(see Abrahams, op. cit... But while it meant more than Jewish, it meant 
less than Christian, baptism, since it was neither a ‘means’ nor a ‘pledge’ 
of ‘an inward and spiritual grace.’ ‘Baptismum Johannis coeptum non 
cessavit, sed additum est ei quod deerit’ (Ps.-Aug. Quaest.). 


2. The Coming One. 


It is clear from xi. 10, 14 that the Lord declared John to be the 
true fulfilment of the Jewish expectation. based upon the prophecy 
in Mal. iv. that Elijah should prepare the way of the Lord (cf. Sir. 
xlviii. 10); and in xvii. 12 He taught the disciples the same truth. The 
description of John’s person (iii. 4) recalls that of the great prophet. But 
he never himself claimed to be Elijah (cf. Jo. i. 21), and the people never 
thought of him as such, though some of them are said to have wondered 
whether he were the Messiah (Lk. iii, 15). ‘He that cometh after me’ 
(Mt. iii 11) must be compared with ‘Art thou he that cometh?’ (xi. 3). 
This is usually held to denote the Messiah, though it is agreed that ‘the 
Coming One’ was not a recognized title. But in the conversation with 
the people after the departure of the Baptist’s messengers, Jesus said 
(xi 14) he [John] is Elijah who is destined to come (6 péAAwy Epyec Hau). 
The Baptist’s question might, therefore, mean ‘Art thou Elijah who is 
to come?’ It was a popular expectation that Elijah’s advent would ‘usher 
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in the Last Day (cf. xvi. 14, xvii. 10 f., xxvii. 47); and nothing could add 
greater emphasis to John’s prediction of the imminence of the divine 
kingdom than to declare that Elijah would come immediately after him. 
This is a leading feature in Schweitzer’s Von Reimarus zu Wrede (Engl. 
The Quest of the Historical Jesus). But, though attractive, it presents 
difficulties. The Baptist’s descriptions of the future action of him who 
should come after him (‘He shall baptize you etc., vv. 11 b, 12) did not 
correspond with the popular expectations of Elijah, They are coloured by 
Mal. iii. 2 ‘he is like a refiner’s fire,” and Joel ii, 28 [Heb. iii. 1] ‘I will 
pour out my Spirit upon all flesh’ The former passage refers to the 
preceding words: ‘The Lord whom ye seek shall suddenly come to His 
temple, and [or even] the messenger [angel] of the covenant etc.’ The 
‘messenger,’ it is true, is the same as that in v. 1: ‘Behold I send my 
messenger, and he shall prepare the way before me,’ a passage which is 
applied (Mk. i. 2, Lk. i. 76, Mt. xii 10=Lk. xii. 27) to the Baptist, 
whom Jesus identified with Elijah. But in Mal. Elijah is not mentioned 
till iv. 5 [Heb. iii. 23], and the ‘messenger’ is to be understood as a 
manifestation of Yahweh Himself, or an undefined heavenly person sent by 
Him. Joel describes the outpouring of the spirit in the future ideal age ; 
but of Elijah, who was to precede the dawn of that age, it could not be said 
‘he shall baptize you with holy spirit and fire,’ nor could the land be 
described as ‘his threshing-floor,’ nor the judicial actions mentioned in v. 12 
be assigned to him. It is safer, therefore, to refrain from deciding the 
exact nature of the Baptist’s expectations. In all probability they were 
not exact. The Apocalyptic conceptions of a Messiah were various and 
vague; much confusion existed as to the Messiah himself and his fore- 
runners; there were numerous Messianic figures, some of them. forerunners 
of Yahweh Himself (Volz, Jiid. Esch. 196 f.). In Jo. vi. 14 (eg.) Jesus 
is thought to be 6 mpodyrns 6 épxdpevos eis Tov Kdopov, in i. 25 6 Tpo- 
7rns is distinguished from Elijah, and in vii. 40 f. from the Messiah ; and 
cf. Mt. xvi. 14. It is only possible to say that John looked forward to an 
undefined, but divinely sent, Personality. See Bacon, Expos, July 1904, 
p. 1-18. 


3. The Baptism of Jesus. 
It is difficult to escape from H. Holtzmann’s contention (Die Synopt. 


198) that a public proclamation of the Messiahship of Jesus at the outset 
of His career makes the whole course of His ministry unintelligible. Chrys. 


does not satisfactorily answer his own question kal mds ok ériotevoay 
tovTwy yivouevav; Had a crowd of people seen the open heavens and the 


dove, and heard the voice, the report must have spread rapidly over the 
whole district. But xvi. 13-17, 20, and many other indications, shew 
that the Lord’s Messiahship was an unknown truth. If He and the 
Baptist were alone (see Plummer, St. Luke, 98) the difficulty is not 
lessened: John would have told his disciples, and the report would have 
spread almost as quickly. Moreover, if John did not receive such 
a sign from heaven, it is easier to understand how he could ask the 
question recorded in Mt. xi. 3. There is nothing in Mk, or Lk. to suggest 
that the vision or the voice was vouchsafed to anyone but Jesus; and 
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the same is true of Mt. (apart from vv. 14 f.; see note) if, as is quite 
possible, ot «f was the original reading (see Appar. and Burkitt, Hv. da 
Meph. ii. 267), and otros éorw merely a scribal assimilation to xvii. 5. The 
fourth evangelist alone, in an idealized narrative, ascribes to the Baptist, as 
the result of the vision, the conviction that Jesus was ‘he that baptizeth 
with the holy Spirit’ (Jo. i. 33), ‘the Son of God’ (v. 34), ‘the Lamb 
of God’ (vv. 29, 36). 

The vision and the voice, then, were a real subjective experience. 
The sight of the opened heavens was not unnatural to one in a state of 
spiritual exaltation (cf. Ez i. 1, Ac. vii. 56). The voice was an expression 
—as in the case of many other mystics—of the deepest convictions of His 
soul. He was doubtless, as Lk. states, praying; and it would be natural, 
at such a moment, to pray for an outpouring of the divine Spirit; and 
some train of thought, eg. a meditation on Ps. xci. 4—a psalm which 
soon afterwards rose to His mind (iv. 6)—or on the Spirit of God 
brooding, fluttering, over the waters, might well lead to the visualizing of 
the Spirit’s action in the form of a descending dove. 

As regards the meaning of the event in relation to His life work, it is 
arbitrary to understand ‘Thou art My Son’ to mean ‘Thou art My Son from 
this moment. The Virgin Birth and the Baptism are not, as Holtzmann 
thinks, mutually exclusive. The voice did not make Him either Son or , 
Messiah ; but it came to Him as a final and convincing mystical expression 
of (probably) many previous ponderings, and was the impelling force which 
sent Him out to His public ministry. From Him alone must the disciples 
have derived the account of the wonderful moment. 

The variations of the narrative in early literature are interesting. They — 
are collected into a continuous passage in the Ebionite Gospel (Epiph. Haer. 
xxx. 13): ‘And a voice came (éyévero) from heaven saying “Thou art the 
beloved Son (6 vids 6 dyamnrés), in thee (€v cof) I am well pleased”; and 
again “I have to-day begotten thee.” And straightway there shone round 
the place a great light. Seeing which (it says) John saith to Him “Who 
art thou Lord?” And again a voice from heaven unto Him, “This is my 
Son the Beloved, in whom (€¢’ dv) I am well pleased.” And then (it 
says) John fell before Him and said, “I pray thee Lord, do thou baptize 
me.” But He forbade him saying “Suffer it (des), because thus it is fitting - 
that all things should be fulfilled.”’ The last two sentences ‘And then 
John fell before Him, etc.’ are peculiar to the Eb. Gospel, but the other two 
variations—(a) the light and (b) the words ‘I have to-day begotten thee,— 
had a wide currency. (See Taylor in JTAS., July 1906, 560 ff.) 

(a) Justin, Tryph. 88: ‘when Jesus had gone down to (émi) the water, 
. then (kai) a fire was kindled in Jordan.’ Justin, however, implies that 
this was not written by the Apostle. 3 a g*: ‘et cum baptizaretur 
(+ Jesus g*) lumen ingens circumfulsit (magnum fulgebat g*) de aqua, ita 
ut timerent omnes qui advenerunt (congregati erant g*)” Six other references 
are given by Resch (Agrapha’, p. 224); see also Burkitt. (Hv. da Meph. 
ii. 114 f). Resch suggests that the light was due to assimilation to the story 
of the Transfiguration. Perhaps other traditions also contributed. John’s 
question ‘Who art thou Lord ?’, and the light, recall S. Paul’s conversion 
(AGix3 ih. 
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(0) The reading, in Le, iii. 22, of DL a b c ff? 1 vids pov ef ov, éyad 
ojpepov yeyévvnxa oe is found in a large number of patristic passages 
(Resch 223). The words of Ps. ii. 7 lent themselves to the view of the 
Ebionites that the man Jesus became the Messiah at the Baptism. Epiph. 
(xxx. 14) says of them PBovAovras tov pev Inooty dvtws efvar dvOpwrov . 
Xpurrov S€ aire yeyevvnr Gas Tov ev cider Tepotepas KataBeByKdta. The 
Nazarene Gospel (according to Jer. on Is. xi. 2) goes further: ‘factum est 
autem cum ascendisset dominus de aqua, descendit fons omnis spiritus sancti 
et requievit super eum et dixit illi, Fili mi, in omnibus prophetis 


exspectabam te ut venires et requiescerem in te. 
tu es filius meus primogenitus, qui regnas in sempiternum.’ 


Tu es enim requies mea; 
This forms 


_a link between Ebionism and Jewish Gnosticism. 


vet tie Mtr, 12 fo Lk iv. t— 
13.) THE TEMPTATION. 
' The influence of Mk. is probably 
to be seen in wv. I, 2, II, but the 
narrative as a whole is from Q. It 
would not be out of place in a 
collection of sayings, since the 
substance of it, as that of the 
Baptism, must have been derived 
from the lips of Jesus Himself; cf. 
Gosp. Heb., where He relates the 
event in the first person. Some see 
in Mk. either a fragmentary re- 
miniscence, or a deliberate abbrevia- 
tion, of Q (Oaf. Stud. 168); but ‘in 
the primitive Christian world even 
Q had no monopoly of such tradi- 
tions’ (Moffatt, LNT.” 221). 
The three temptations arise from 


the Lord’s consciousness of His 
divine Sonship. Lk. follows a 
geographical sequence, the only 


change of locality, from the desert 
to Jerusalem, occurring last. Mt. 
arranges a psychological climax: 
the first temptation is to doubt 
the truth of the revelation just 
received, the second to test it, and 
the third to snatch prematurely at 
the Messiahship which it involves. 
In actual fact, however, it is probable 
that the Lord was frequently assailed 
in all three ways during His period 


of trial. (ee on v, 2), and perhaps 
throughout His life. Studies of the 
spiritual significance of the tempta- 
tions will be found in Du Bose, The 
Gospel in the Gospels, 35-41, Bp. H. 
J. C. Knight, The Temptations of our 
Lord, King, The Ethics of Jesus, 91 ff. 

1. tote 6 “Inoots xrX.] Mk. kal 
e00vs. Lk., with no note of time, 
TrAnpys Trvevpatos aylov tréertpevev 
amd tov “lopddvov, which Spitta 
(Synopt. Grundschrift) explains as 
the beginning of a return to Galilee, 
which was prevented because Jesus 
was first led into the wilderness ; 
after the temptations He returned 
(Lk. iv. 14) as He had intended. 
dvnxOn (Mk. exBadrre) eis Tr. ep. 
describes a single act, Lk. syero ev 
TH py a wandering about during 
the 40 days. dvayaydév in Lk. 
v. 5 is different; see on v. 8 below. 
The impelling force was the divine 
Spirit (‘Holy Spirit,’ Ssin.cur) which 
had just descended upon Him. 
meipaoOjvat (for meipatopevos Mk., 
Lk.) points out a divine purpose in 
the event, not the wish of Jesus to 
court temptation, as Jer. ‘ voluntate 
pugnandi’ tov d:aBdXdov (so Lk.) : 
Mk. +. Larava. Apart from this 
narrative 6véBoXos recurs in the 
symn. in xiii. 39, xxv. 41, Lk, viii. 
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Huepas TET TEPAKOVTA Kab vieras TEOTEPUKOUTE barepov émrel- 


3 vacev. 
12 only. In the uxx. it stands for 
jown. Mt. has [6] Zaravdas in say- 


ings of Jesus: v. 10, xii. 26, xvi. 23. 
2. kal vyotevoas KTA.] The 
temptations were probably con- 


tinuous from the beginning of the 
period (as suggested by Mk. i. 13 
jv. . . meupa(suevos), the intensity 
of spiritual struggle causing oblivion 
to the claims of the body; cf. Clem. 
Hom. xi. 35, xix. 2, Orig. in Lue. 
29. If so, they were not successive 
isolated events, but instances of the 
struggles which frequently assailed 
the Lord during the period. Mt. 
places the three at the end of the 
fast ; this is probably from Q, since 
Lk. does the same; but the latter 
nevertheless adopts Mk.’s frequenta- 
tive meipafopevos. It is not im- 
possible that the ‘forty days (and 
forty nights’ Mt. only) are an 
assimilation to the stories of Moses 
(Ex, xxiv. 18) and Elijah (1 Kings 
xix. 8), and to the 40 years in the 
desert where the Israelites hungered 
(Dt. vili. 2 f.) and were fed with 
‘angels’ food’ (Ps. Ixxviii. 24 f., Wisd. 
Xvi. 20); see Ambr. an Luc. iv. 15. 
vorepov in the synn. is confined to 
Mt."”, except Lk. xx. 32 (=Mt.), 
‘Mk.’ xvi. 14; Mk. prefers éoyarov. 
Both occur adverbially in the Lxx. 
(=). On the form ézeivacer see 
Blass, § 16. 1. Mt, Lk. omit Mk.’s 
Kal qv peta TOV Onpiwv: cf. Test. 
Naph. viii. 6 SiéBodos evferar 
ap tpov, Kat ta Ojpia oPy- 
Ojcovra: spas, Kat of ayyedou 
avOé€ovrar Das. 

3. Kat mpooeAOdv KtTA.] mpoc- 
épxerGau is a characteristic word, 
occurring more than 50 times in 
Mt. For 6 ewpdfwy (Lk. 6 


Kai mpocedOav 6 mepatwr eimev ait@ Ei vids eb 


81a BoAos) ef. 1 Thes, iii, 5, and the 
Logion in Clem. Hom. iii. 55: Tots 
be olopévous éte 6 Geds Teupacety 
ws ab ypapat Aeyovory, épn 6 
movnpos ert 6 meipd{wv. The 
participle describes him as belonging 
£0. at Class sick) -Xive 2) vlna dy 
Mk.i. 4 (6 Barrifwv). The personal 
spirit of evil, and other details of the 
narrative, belong to ‘the traditional 
machinery of Judaism’ of which the 
Lord (from whom the account must 
have been derived) makes use; see 
Sanday, Life of Chr. in Rec. Research, 
27 it, 

ei vids ef kTA.] Hunger was the 
instrument of the temptation, but 
the mere satisfaction of hunger could 
not have been wrong, nor, in the 
estimation of the evangelists, the per- 
formance of a miracle for His own 
advantage, for that He is recorded 
to have done elsewhere (xvii. 27, 
Lk. iv. 30). The temptation lay in 
the ‘If,’ ze. in doubt as to the truth 
of His Sonship, the realization of 
which He had just experienced ; 
He might test the truth of it, by 
ascertaining whether He had the 
power to work a miracle. The pre- 
cise nature of the miracle was of 
secondary importance, and was 
suggested by the stones which lay 
around. By treating it as the 
primary point, patristic and other 
writers have obscured the true 
significance. vids as a predicate is 
without the article (Blass, § 46. 4). 
For iva yévwvrar (cf. xx. 21) 
equivalent to an inf. see 7d. § 69. 2, 
3. Lk. hast Ai@m tovTw: this is 
more graphic, but may be due to 
the sing. apt» in the next verse ; 
Mt. however is fond of plurals, If 
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God could change stones into sons 
of Abraham (iii. 9), the Son of God 
could change them into loaves. 

4. yéypartat «tA.] The reply, 
as im vv. 7, 10, was an utterance 
addressed to His own heart. The 
quotation is from Dt. viii. 3, agreeing 
with the nxx. (AF, Luc; B tw exzrop.). 
In Lk. it extends only to 6 dv@pwros, 
but that was enough to suggest the 
whole passage, the remainder of 
which Mt. supplies. The suggested 
miracle was a spurious test of Son- 
ship ; the real test was perfect human 
obedience (cf. Jo. iv. 34). It- stands 
written (yéyparra:) in Deut. that 
Israel was led through the desert 
40 years in hunger and hardship, 
that they might have an opportunity 
of exhibiting this mark of sonship ; 
but where they failed, the Son of 
God, who was also, like Israel, 
6 dvOpwros, must succeed. ‘Ipsa 
responsio Salvatoris hominem fuisse 
indicat qui tentatus est’ (Jer.). 

5. Tore wapaAapBaver KTA.] TOTE 
does not decide the order of the 
temptations; see ili. 13 note. 
TrapaAdapBavew is frequent in Mt. ; 
Lk. yayev, a verb which Mt. uses 
only in x. 18, xxi. 2, 7 and (intrans.) 
xxvi. 46. On the historic pres. see 
iii. 1. In the last two temptations 
in Mt. the devil takes Jesus from 
place to place. But Spitta suggests 
that in Lk. it is the Spirit that 
‘leads’ Him, and that 6 dudéPBodos 
has been omitted in v. 9 after edrev 
ait (cf. vv. 3, 6) in conformity 
with Mt. ‘The holy city’ is Mt.’s 
equivalent for ‘ Jerusalem’ (Lk. ; so 
Gosp. Naz., cf. Resch, Agrapha, p. 


250 ff.); see xxvii. 53, Apoc. xi. 2, 
XK 2, 10; KReTO ve ls, ii, 1, Neh, 
m4. 0; 18; Tob, xiii9. (A), Dany iil; 
28, ix. 24 (Theod.). Philo has ‘epo- 
toXus, Joseph. iepa w5Ats. The ex- 
pression was rare among the later 
Jews, probably owing to their banish- 
ment from the city by the Romans 
who named it Aelia Capitolina. With 
the Jewish Christians it was common, 
and from them passed to the Arabs, 
who still call it el- Kuds, 

atepvy.ov] A diminutive used in 
popular speech (Blass, § 27.4); fastz- 
gvum (k), pinnaculum (Vg.). Various 
suggestions are the top (1)of Solomon’s 
Porch, (2) of the Royal Porch, on the 
S. of the temple court, which com- 
manded a dizzy abyss Jos. Ant. Xv. xi. 
5), (3) of the temple proper; ‘sum- 
mum templi’ (Hil.). Nestle refers to 
Dan, ix. 27 (LXx. 76 tepév), but the text 
is certainly corrupt (see Bevan). The 
force of ‘wing’—something reaching 
out sideways—must probably be 
maintained. In the uxx. it stands 
for 423, even in an applied meaning 
such as the end of a flowing garment 
(Num. xv. 38, 1 Regn. xv. 27), and 
for 1'BID, the ‘fin’ of a fish (Lev. xi. 
9 ff., Dt. xiv. 9 f.). In later Heb. 
42D is used for the ends of a yoke 
(Kel. 14) and the extremity of a 
lung (Hol. 45 a). XS cur, Ephr. render 
it ‘horn,’ z.e. ‘corner.’ It was prob- 
ably a projecting turret or buttress. 
Td) tepdv was a wide term covering 
the complex of buildings on the 
whole temple area, which occupied 
a space of 1x2 stadia, and was 
surrounded by a high wall, repiBoAos 
tov mavtos iepov (Jos. BJ. v. v. 1); 
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but here it is perhaps used in the 
narrower sense of vads, the temple 
proper. Hegesippus (ap. Eus. HE. 
II, XXili. I1) relates that James the 
Lord’s brother was placed éri 7d 
TTEpVYLOV TOU vaod. 

6. ef vids ef KTXA.] See v, 3 note. 
To cast Himself down without injury 
would be another spurious test of 
Sonship ; at the same time it would 
be a spurious proof of it to the 
amazed onlookers, such as Simon 
Magus is said to have attempted (see 
Ene. Bibl. 4544, 4621 f.). The 
impulse in this case was the more 
alluring, since it involved not a 
selfish satisfaction of the needs of the 
body, but a self-abandonment of the 
body. Streeter’s explanation (founda- 
tions, p. 101) that the Lord was 
tempted to anticipate His descent as 
Son of Man on the clouds of heaven, 
is far-fetched. 

yéyparta. ydo xtX.] The subtlety 
of an internal struggle is vividly 
depicted ; the Lord’s very familiarity 
with scripture adds to the force of 
the temptation. The quotation is 
from Ps. xe - [xci:] h1,g.u2s- othe 
opening dé71, which WH. print as 
recitatwvum, is probably part of the 
quotation, since it is not used in 
vv. 4, 7, 10. The passage agrees 
with the Lxx., except for the omission 
of tov diuapvAdtar oe ev [rdoais] 
tals ddois cov. (The xai before ém 
Xepov is inserted in Lxx. N*, but 
omitted in 8**B.) Lk. continues the 


Tldduw raparapBdver avtov 6 SudBoros eis 


quotation as far as Tov diapvAd£ar 
oe, the remaining words being hardly 
suitable to the occasion. He omits 
the kai, introducing the second half 
with kal dr., as a separate quotation. 

7. wadw yeypamrtat kTrA.] mdduy, 
not to be taken with éfn aire 6’1., 
introduces another quotation (cf. Jo. 
xii. 39, Heb. i. 5, il. 13, 1v. 5), parry- 
ing the insidious reminder of the 
words from the Psalter, and con- 
firming the former passage from 
Deut. Lk. has eipnra: for yéyparrat, 
apparently for the sake of variety. 
The quotation is from Dt. vi. 16 (Lxx.), 
a passage which is alluded to in Ps. 
lxxvin- [Ixxviii.] 18, 1 Cor, x9; 
Elsewhere in bibl. Gk. the compound 
éxrrecpa ery occurs only in Dt. viii. 2, 
16, Lk. x. 25. The words of scrip- 
ture are, as in v. 4, addressed by the 
Lord to Himself, and the spirit of 
the reply is the same: what was 
wrong for God’s ‘son’ Israel is 
wrong for God’s Son Jesus. 

8. rédw rapardapBdver krA.] In 
their accounts of this temptation Mt. 
and Lk. coincide in hardly a single 
word, except in the quotation. If 
they drew them from Q, it must 
have been from different recensions. 
Both writers shew characteristic 
features of style. On rapadAapBaver 
see v. 3. Lk., with no mention of 
the mountain, has simply dvayaydyv, 
describing an exaltation into a state 
of spiritual vision ; cf. Ez. iii. 12, 14, 
Xi. 1,24, Herm. 7s 1.4. 3.9 At tus 
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was the original account, Mt. may 
have added the mention of the 
mountain under O.T. influence ; see 
Dt. xxxiv. 1-3, Ez, xl. 2. deikvvow 
describes a vivid mental suggestion ; 
cL Apec. iv. 1, xvii. 1, xxii. 6, 8; 
in Jer. xxiv. 1, Zech. i 20 [ii. 3], 
iii, 1 and freq., it represents NN: 
the devil plays the part of an angelus 
interpres. For tov xéopov Lk. has 
THS oiKovpevns, Which he frequently 
employs; and he adds év otiypy 
xXpévov—the vision of the whole 
panorama was instantaneous. He 
also transfers the words tiv ddéav 
avToav (see n. on next v.) to the 
devil’s offer, producing an ungram- 
matical sentence, since avtov has no 
antecedent; he seems to have felt 
that the dd£a of the kingdoms, i.e. 
every element of human wealth and 
splendour, and of natural beauty, 
could not, even in a mental vision, 
be apparent to the eye. 

The ‘high mountain’ perhaps gave 
rise to the words ascribed to Jesus in 
the Gosp. Heb. (ap. Orig. in Joan. t. 
ii, 6): évOa atiros 6 cwrip pyoww: 
dipre Eda fie BE n parnp pov 7o 
ayo TrVEDpLO. ev pug. TOV TpLYov 
pov [probably from Ez. viii. 3; cf. 
Bel 36], kal dvijveyKé pe els Td Opos 
70 péya OaBdp. Parts of this are 
found also in Orig. (Hom. on Jer. xv. 
4), Gosp. Heb. ap. Jer. (on Mie. vii. 
7), and Gosp.. Naz. (ap. Jer. on Is. xl. 
9 ff. and Ez. xvi. 13). But some 
patristic writers took Tabor to be the 
mountain of the Transfiguration ; see 
Swete on Mk. ix. 2. Zahn’s sugges- 


tion that Tabor is a corruption of 
DD 3D ‘exceeding high’ is more 
ingenious than probable. 

9. Tav’td oor mavta KTA.] The . 
words imply a thought which the 
Lord shared with His contemporaries, 
that the world was at present under 
the authority of Satan; Lk.’s ex- 
panded form expresses it more clearly. 
It was to be the Messiah’s work to 
restore the spiritual sovereignty to 
God to whom it belonged, and 
to consummate it, in God’s time and 
in God’s way. The temptation was 
threefold: to gain a temporal, not a 
spiritual, dominion; to gain it at 
once; and to gain it by an act of 
homage to the ruler of this world, 


which would make the self-constituted 


Messiah the vice-regent of the devil 
and not of God. 

10, traye, Latava] vrayev (class. 
‘to go, or withdraw, slowly’) occurs 
in the Lxx., transitively ‘to cause to 
go’ (Ex. xiv. 21), intransitively = 
mopever Oa, only as a variant () in 
Jer, xliii, [xxxvi.] 19, Tob. viii. 21, 
x. 12 f, xii. 5, 4 Mac. iv. 13, but is 
frequent in the Gospels. The read- 
ing traye dricw pov is due to 
harmonization with xvi. 23; Orig. 
and Jer. expressly reject it. It may 
point to an original WIA by Ay lit. 
Uraye eis TO Oriow Gov: the addition 
of the pronoun is an Aram. idiom 
occurring in S$ sin here and xxiv. 
18, Lk. ix. 62, Jo. xvii 6, xx. 14 
(% sin is lacking in xvi. 23), but the 
meaning is simply tm. oxiow or 
traye. Lk., who places this tempta- 
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LITON O€0N COY TIPOCKYNHCEIC Kal aYTG MONG AaTPEYCEIC. 


LEV. 0s 


Tote 


\ yf a \ 
apinow avdtov 6 SidBoros, Kat idov ayyedou mpoaHdOov Kat 


dunkovovy avT@. 


12 "“Axovoas 38 Ste cet mapedoOn dveyapnoev eis THY 


tion second in order, omits the com- 
mand of dismissal. If this is the 
true order, Mt. may have taken the 
command from xvi. 23; but there is 
no reason for supposing that the 
whole incident has been derived from 
the later occasion. Zurtavas, apart 
from the vocative, always has the 
article (=}0¥D) in the N.T., except 
iba Woke Gob: pyeh, Ibi, Segal. 3. The 
graecized form is not found in the 
Lxx. till Sir. xxi. 27 [30] ocardy 
is a substantive (‘an adversary’) in 
3 Regn. xi. 14, 23 (A), and in Aq. 
Numb. xxii, 22, Ag. Sym. Theod. 
1 Regn. xxix. 4. For the personal 
evil spirit Aq. uses it in Job i. 6, 
and Aq. Sym. Theod. in Zech. iii. 1 ; 
cf. Enoch, xl 7, with Charles’ note. 
The uxx. render it by eri Bovdos, 
dvtukeipevos or, more frequently, (6) 
dua BoAos. 

yéypamta: ydp xt.) For the 
third time the Lord quotes from 
Deut. (vi. 13); but rpooKvvyjcecs, in 
answer to the mpocxvvyjoys of the 
tempter, is substituted for the Lxx. 
poBnOjocn (producing the class. con- 
struction of the verb with the ace., 
although in v. 9, and elsewhere in 
Mt., it takes the dat.), and pdvw is 
added for emphasis. Both variations 
occur in Lxx. (A), and povw in the 
Lue. text, probably by assimilation to 
Mt. As before, the Lord addresses 
the quotation to Himself, attacking 
the central point of the temptation 
—submission to the ruler of this 
world. 

Il. Tore adinow xrX.] On the 
historic present see iii. 1. Lk. relates 
that the devil departed when he had 
exhausted all his shafts (rvvreAéoas 


mavra mepacpov), but adds axpe 
Kapov, which is abundantly borne 
out by the subsequent records of the 
Lord’s life; cf. Lk. xxii. 28. Else- 
where Satan is representing as tempt- 
ing Him only through the agency of 
men, Oia TOV olkelwy adT@ dpydvev 
(Chrys... The angelic ministry is 
derived from Mk. (Lk. does not re- 
cord it), and his imperf. dunKovouv. 
Both the food and the angelic help, 
which He had refused (vv. 4, 7) when 
they involved sin, were now given 
to Him as victor. Angels were sent 
forth to minister to the Heir (ef. 
Heb. i: 14). 


iv. 12—xvili. THE GALILEAN 
MINISTRY. 


T2=-0 6) (Mike Ieeec4 eo teas elatemetive 
144, 31.) RetuRN To GALILEE AND 
SETTLEMENT AT CAPHARNAUM. 


Mt. gives a general introduction 
to the Ministry, anticipating the 
arrival at Capharnaum in order to 
shew that the Lord’s place of abode 
fulfilled O.T. prophecy. It is difficult 
to. harmonize the Johannine with 
the synoptic narratives: the events 
of Jo. i. 19-28 appear to take place 
during the days of the Temptation ; 
i. 29-i1i. 36, (which includes a journey 
of Jesus to Galilee with His mother, 
brethren, and disciples, and a return 
to Jerusalem) has no parallel in the 
synn.; possibly iv. 3, 43 is intended 
to coincide with the present Galilean 
journey. The synoptic accounts do 
not definitely exclude the possibility 
of unrecorded journeys. 

12, adxovoas kTA.] The Baptist’s 
imprisonment is here the reason 
for the Lord’s departure to Galilee ; 


EVit4] 


Tanriraiav. 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


43 


Kal Kkatadirav tHv Natapd ov KateKnoer 13 


els Kagapvaoty tv rapabadracclav év dpiows ZaBovdrov 
cat NedOareiu: va mwAnpwOA 71d pnOevy Sia "Hoaiov rod 14 


Tpopytou NéyovTos 


Mk. (nerd 73 rapadoPqvat 7. Iwdv.) 
gives it merely asa date. The inci- 
- dental reference to it shews that it 
was well known to the readers ; see 
also xi. 2. Not till xiv. 3-12 are 
the details narrated. Mt, Mk. do 
not indicate the time that has 
elapsed since the Temptation. But 
Lk, who appends to his account of 
John’s preaching a reference to his 
imprisonment (iii. 19 f.), here omits 
the date, and by treorpevev ev tH 
‘Suvduer Tov mvevpatos seems to 
imply that the return was immediate, 
and therefore that Jesus started His 
work before John was arrested. 
This is more probable, for it is un- 
likely that Jesus would go into the 
tetrarchy of Antipas immediately 
_ after he had shown his hostility to 
the preacher of repentance, The 
Marcan tradition may have been 
influenced by the thought that the 
forerunner’s work must be completed 
before the Messiah appears. Cf. 
Jerome, quoted by Swete. 

13. kal katadimov xtA.] The 
arrival at N. is not recorded. If Q 
was the source of the (? vernacular) 
form Nazara (see ii. 23) here and 
in Lk, iv. 16 where alone it recurs, 
Q possibly placed at this point a 
visit on which Lk. iv. 16-30 is 
based (see Mt. xiii. 54-58), and Mt. 


shews a reminiscence of it. On 
éXO. kat. eis see ii, 23. The 


arrival at Capharnaum is mentioned 
here because the next incident, the 
call of Simon and others, is by the 
sea. This gives the opportunity of 
introducing the O.T. quotation. In 
Mk. Capharnaum is not named till 
after that incident. Kadapvaotu 


is probably either Khdn Minyeh or 
Tell Ham. Sanday inclined to the 
former (Sacr. Sites, 36 ff.), but after- 
wards adopted the latter (JTRS. 
Oct. 1903, and DOG. ‘Capernaum’). 
Tell Him lies on the NW. shore of 
the Lake of Galilee, close to its 
northernmost point; Khdn Minyeh 
is 24 m. SW. of it. The spelling 
Kazrepvaovp is not older than the 
5th cent. a.p. (WH. Notes, 160), In 
Jos. Vita 72 the form Kegapvuxdv 
(? Kadapvwporv) occurs. See Sanday 
(ll.c.) and Swete on Mk. i. 21. In 
Jo. ii, 12 it is related that the 
mother and brethren of Jesus went 
to Capharnaum ; He made it 9 idia 
modus (Mt. ix. 1)—8ia 7d woAXAdKus 
éxeioe er Onpetv (Victor)—and seems 
to have occupied a house there (see on 
ix. 10, 28, xvii. 24). But Nazareth 
was still His warpis (xiii. 54), where 
His sisters, who were probably 
married, continued to live (v. 56). 

thy Tmapabaracciav kTrX.] Mt.’s 
readers would be well acquainted 
with the site of the town, but he 
inserts the details in view of the 
following quotation. The adj. refers 
to the Mediterranean in 1 Mac. xi. 
8 al., and to the Red Sea in 2 Chr. 
viii. 17 ; but the Galilean lake, Aéuvy 
in Lk. (v. 1 f,, viii. 22 f,, 33), is always 
O6éracca in Mt., Mk, (see on v. 18). 
dpious denotes one ‘territory’ (cf. 
Tp Onvilie 3s 20al. Bix n Vil 2 70x. 14 
= 5933) consisting of the districts 
formerly occupied by the tribes. For 
the form NepOad«ip see Hatch-Redp. 
Suppl. 120. D has the Aram. -Aetv ; 
cf. Ps, Ixvii. [Ixviii.] 28 R*. 

14. iva wAnpwOy KxTA.] On the 
formula see i. 22. 
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15 [A ZaBoyA@n kal ra Nede@adeim, 
OAON OadddcCHC, TepAN TOY *lopAANOY, 
TadiAafa TAN EONON, 
16 6 Aadc O KABHMENOC EN CKOTIO 


d@c efAen mépa, 


-) a YY 
Kal TOTC KABHMENOIC EN XOPA Kal CKIG BANATOY 
OAc ANETEIAEN ayTOTC. 


17 AIIO TOTE jAp~ato 6 “Incots knptocev Kat 


Dérvyeuv 


n , a > lal 
Meravoeite, Hyyinev yap » Bacireia THY ovpavan. 


17 peravoete et yap on © k S sin.cur 


15. yn ZaBovrev xrtA.] The 
quotation is from Is. ix. 1, 2 [Heb. 
viii. 23, ix. 1], With the exception 
of a phrase in v. 16 it is independent 
of the Lxx., and was probably drawn 
from a collection of testumonia. The 
opening clauses of the Heb. (‘ At the 
first time He degraded the land of 
Zeb. and the land of Naph., but at 
the latter He made (them) honour- 
able’) are omitted, but the two 
geographical expressions are taken 
from them and thrown into the 
nominative. On yy see ix. 26. 
6ddv Oardoons (absent from the 
Lxx., but found in Theod.; so Aq. 
68. THs Bar., Sym. 68. riv Kara 
OdAaccav) stands for O° 44, ‘to- 
wards the sea’ (ve. westward), which 
describes the westward extent of N. 
Israel invaded by Assyria, as distinct 
from the parts on the E. of Jordan. 
Mt. applies it to the district round 
Capharnaum (rnv mrapabadacciay). 
For the adv. ace. 68dv (cf. répav) see 
Num. xiv. 25, xxi. 4, Dt. i. 4o. 
mépav Tov “lopddvov (cf. v. 25, xix. 1, 
Mk. iii. 8, Jo. i. 28, iii. 26, x. 40) is 
employed in Rabb. writings for the 
district E. of the Jordan and the 
lake, also known as 1» Ilepaia, 
Ilepatos, Ilepairns (Jos. BJ. ut. iii. 
3, IV. vii. 3, 6); see Schiirer, HJP. 
i 2f,113. TadrsdAata tov ébvav 
=n bibs, ef. Maca vatSy lian 
dAopilwy. Elsewhere the name 


is simply Ssban, ‘The Circle.’ Its 
origin, and the extent of the district 
in O.T. ‘times, are alike uncertain ; 
but it corresponded roughly with 
Asher, Naphtali, Zebulun, and 
Issachar. Jos. (BJ. mi. iii .1; cf. 
Vita 37) gives the boundaries of 
Upper and Lower Galilee in his day. 
16. 6 Aads KTA.] 6 Kabypevos 
(Heb. pabhi, LXX. 6 Topevdpevos) is 
perhaps assimilated to the following 
tois KaOypévors, which rightly 
renders "AW? (LXX. of KaTOLKODYTES). 
The first cai is absent from Heb. 
and Lxx. év xépa Kal oxug Oavdrov — 
is the only point of correspondence 
with the Lxx., where the phrase, 
without the kai, occurs as a bald 
rendering of nyoby y.sa. Lk. @. 79), 
who adapts the sentence, used, like 
Mt. a text which contained xa@n- 
pevots. The prophet depicts the 
change which the Deliverer will 
work in N. Palestine; formerly it 
was despoiled and ruined by Assyria, 
but the new era will dawn upon it 
with a flood of light. To Mt. the 
words have a splendid application ; 
the same district lay in spiritual 
darkness and death, and the new era 
dawned when Christ went thither. 


17-25. (Mk. i. 14 b-20.) Work 
IN GALILEE. Catt or Four Dis- 
CIPLES. 


17. amd tore xTtA.] Mt. uses 
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Ilepuraréy b& mapa thy Oddaccay rhs Tadiralas cldev 18 
S00 adeddovs, Lipwva tov reyouevov Uérpov kal "Avépéav 
Tov adehpov adbtod, BaddAovtas apdhiBrnotpov eis THv Od- 


Nacoay, Hoav yap dreeis: Kal 


dé Tore again in xvi. 21 (elsewhere 
it occurs only in xxvi. 16), thus 
dividing into two main parts the 
teaching of Jesus: in the first it 
consisted mainly of public preaching 
about the imminence of the King- 
dom; in the second, of private 
instructions to the disciples about 
His own sufferings, the necessary 
prelude to His advent to inaugurate 
the Kingdom. The verse is an 
abbreviation of Mk. i. 14 b, 15a (Mk.’s 
‘believe in the Gospel’ is probably 
due to later editing; see on xvi. 25, 
xix. 29). In Mt. 7p€aro is never 
quite superfluous, as sometimes (see 
on xiii. 54) in Mk. Lk.; it either 
describes the beginning of a continu- 
ous action or marks a fresh start or 
phase in the narrative; xi. 7, 20, 
RACV 2 Tt XXV 1 22, 375 74. 
petavoeire xtA.] Identical with 
the preaching of the Baptist ; see iii. 
2 note. If, however, peravoeire and 
yap are to be omitted (see Appar.), Mt. 
summarizes only the glad announce- 
ment that the Kingdom was at 
hand, ze. ‘the good tidings of the 
_ Kingdom’ (v. 23), and a sign of its 
nearness was the healing of the sick 
(vv. 23 f£.), which shewed that the 
“powers of evil were being under- 
mined. The immediate result was 
the enlisting of followers. In send- 
ing out the Twelve (x. 7) the Lord 
delivered to them the same happy 
message, and the performance of the 
same signs. On the causes which 
led ‘to the simultaneous appearance 
of the Baptist and Jesus with the 
same message see J. Weiss, Dee Pred. 
Jesu v. Reiche Gottes, 66-8. By 
relating the arrival at Capharnaum 


Aéyes avtois Acdte dricw 19 
in v. 13, Mt. makes the preaching of 
Jesus to begin there. But in Lk. 
His preaching is famous in Galilee 
directly He returns thither, a speci- 


‘men of it being given at Nazareth 


(iv. 16-30), before Capharnaum is 
visited (v. 31). 
18-22. The section is derived 
from Mk. with a few alterations of 
language. Lk. (v. 10 f.) preserves a 
different tradition of the call of 
Simon, James, and John (Andrew is 
not mentioned), which he places a 
little later than Mt. and Mk., and in 
which the words to Simon ‘from 
henceforth thou shalt catch men’ 
gain force from the miraculous haul 
of fish which precedes it (see n. before 
v. 1). 
18. wepurarav O¢ KTA.] Mt. avoid: 
Mk.’s repeated preposition rapdéywv 
mapa, a construction which seems to 
be unique. ‘Sea of Galilee’ (so Mk.) 
recurs only in xv. 29 (=Mk. vii. 
31); elsewhere Mt., Mk. write simply 
‘the sea.” Cf. Jo. vi. 1 tis Jad. THs 
T. ras TiBepuddos, but in xxi. 1 THs 
Oar. ris TiBepuddos. Lk. always 
speaks of the ‘lake’ (Aiyvn); once 
(v. 1) ) Atuvn Tevvnoapér. ‘Sea’ is 
derived from the O.T. in which the. 


lake is called the ‘sea of Kinnereth’ 


(Num. xxxiv. I1, Jos. xili, 27). 

Mt. introduces to the reader ‘two 
brothers,’ and (v. 21) ‘other two 
brothers,’ while Mk. names the four 
as though they were already well 
known. On the form Xipwv see x. 
2. For BdAAovras dppiBAnotpov 
(Mk. dudtBdrAovras) cf. Hab. i. 17. 
The explanatory addition joav yap 
dAeeis is copied direct from Mk. 

19, devTe oricw pov KTXr.] Cf. 
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20 pov, Kab Toujow tpas drecis avOpmrav. of S& edbéws 
21 adévres Ta Sixtva jeodovOncav a’t@. Kal mpoBas éxetOev 
elSev GdXovs Sb0 adeAhors, IdxwBov tov tod ZeBedaiov Kal 
"lwdynv tov aderdov adtod, év TH TAoim peta ZeBedaiov 
Tod TaTpos avTav Kataptitovtas ta Sixtva adTdv, Kal 


>’ ig > A 
22 €EKANETEV AUTOUS. 


4 Regn. vi. 19. oujow points to a 
future period; before they could 
become preachers they had much to 
learn, and were not sent out till 
eight others had been called and 
trained (x. 1) For oveiy of 
‘appointing’ to an office cf. Mk. iii. 
14, Ac. ii, 36, Heb. iii. 2. (see 
Westcott), Apoc. v. 10, 1 Regn. xii. 
6 (6 mowjoas Tov Mwvojy kat Tov 
*Aapov), For the metaphor dAceis 
avOpdrwv cf. Jer. xvi. 16, Diog. 
Laert. ii. 67 &vOpwrov dAtetow. Lk. 
has dmd tov viv dvOpwrovs eon 
(wypov (cf. 2 Tim. ii, 26). 

20. ot d€ edOéws xTd.] Lk, v. 
3 and Jo. i. 4o ff. suggest, what is 
in any case probable, that the prompt 
response of Simon and Andrew was 
due to previous intimacy with the 
Lord. The same may have been the 
case with the other pair of brothers, 

21. Kat rpoBds krd.] The second 
pair of brothers was not far off (Mk. 
dAtyor). 
(Jacobus) is used in the N.T. for the 
apostles of that name and the Lord’s 
brother; the Heb. form “Iaxé@ 
(Jacob, 3p¥') for the legal ‘grand- 
father’ of Jesus (Mt. i. 15 f.), and (as 
always in the Lxx.) for the patriarch. 
The name ZeGedaios appears as 
ZaBasaias (1 Esd. ix. 35), ZaPSatos 
(ab, 21), and ZaPsed (2 Esd. viii. 8, 
X, 20) = M731 or an abbrev. °73}. 
The Gk. form *Iwavys (WH. Notes, 
159), invariable in the N.T., is not 
found in .the Lxx., except 2 Chr. 
Xxviii. 12 (B vtd.), and 1 Mace. ii. 1 f. 
(Iwdévvns); elsewhere’ lwavdy (= }201 
NIM), "Iwavds, “lwve[y]. 


The Gk. form *IéxkwPos’ 


of 8é evOéws adévtes TO TAotov Kal Tov 


kataptifev is to make’ dptvos, 
‘fitted or equipped,’ for a duty or 
function (cf. Lk. vi. 40, 2 Tim. iii. 
17), either by ‘ making, constructing,’ 
or by ‘mending, correcting,’ or gener- 
ally by ‘providing.’ In the Lxx. it 
occurs only in Pss. and 2 Esd. (except 
Ex. xv. 17). Vg. here reficcentes retra 
sua, but in Mk. componentes retia 
(Wicl. ‘makynge nettis’). The 
brothers were making the nets ready 
for use: the verb need not be 
defined more closely. Elsewhere in’ 
the N.T. (except Heb. x. 5, xi. 3) it 
is always metaphorical. 

22. of 8é€ edOéws xKTrA.] Mt. 
transfers Mk.’s evOvs from éxdAcoev 
atrovs, where (as often in Mk.) it is 
otiose, to the action of the brothers, 
emphasizing the promptness. of their 
obedience. He also emphasizes their 
sacrifice: they left their means of 
livelihood (75 dAoiov) and their 
family ties (k.. 7. marépa atr.); Mk. 
Tov mat. avt. Z. év tT. toiw. Lk. 
simply révra. The simplicity of the 
wording only enhances the abandon- 
ment required by the call of Christ ; 
ef, ix. 9, x. 37, xix. 27. .Mk’s pera 
tov picOwrdy is omitted perhaps 
for brevity. 

23-25. The verses are a résumé of 
the Lord’s work in Galilee, similar 
to those given later in Mk. i. 39, Lk. 
iv. 44. dddoxwv Kal kyptocwv 
sums up chs. v.—vii., and Oepamrevwv 
vili. 1-17. After the account of the 
second stay at Capharnaum (ix. 1-34), 
the réswmé is again inserted (v. 35) as 
an introduction to the similar work 
to which the disciples were sent out. 


IV. 24] 


/ b) n ) va > lal 
TTATEPA AVTWY nKodovEncav auT®@. 
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Tepinyev év 23 


e- a / Pg lal Lal lal 
oAn 7H Varstrala, diddonwv év tals cuvaywyais aitav Kal 


vA x > Er, 
KnpvocwYy TO eEVayyEedov 


23. Kal mepunyev KTA.] 
Galilee (Mt, Mk.) Lk. has eis Tas 
guvaywyas tis “lovéaias, an in- 
dependent tradition of great value ; 
see n. before v. 1. Mt. expands 
Mk.’s xnpicowv eis Tas Tvvaywyas 
avTtov. Teaching (moral truths), 
Proclaiming (the good tidings of the 
kingdom), and Healing (which was a 
sign of the nearness of the kingdom) 
sum up the Lord’s work; ef. ix. 35, 
xi. I. On adrov see vii. 29. 

Perhaps 76 evayy. t. Bacrdeias is 
derived from Mk.’s 7d evayy. Tod 
Geod (i. 14), which Mt. omitted at iv. 
17. Pacrreias is an obj. gen., ‘the 
good tidings consisting of the an- 
nouncement that the Kingdom was 
near’ «tayyéAvov in Hom. means 
‘reward for good tidings’; so in 
Attic Gk. in the plur. (cf. 2 Regn. 
iv. 10). With the meaning ‘good 
tidings’ it occurs as early as the 
inscription to Augustus at Priene 
(B.c. 9), and in Lue. and Plut. This 
meaning may have been carried over 
from Gk. to the Aram. XN (see 
Wellh. Hinleitung, 109). In the 
N.T. it occurs’in ix. 35, xxiv. 14, 
xxvi. 13, Mk.’, Ac3, 1. Pet.t, Apoc.’, 
and freq. in the Paul. Epp. The 
Lxx, has the fem. edayyedia = Twa 
(2 Regn. xviii. 20, 27, 4 Regn. vii. 9). 
On the vb. Die oun Ree balk Be 
For 7 PaciAeia, with no further 
definition, see viii. 12 note. 

Kat ae «TA ] paXrakia of 
physical ailment is confined to late 
GK. ; cf. Dt. vii. 15 (waoav paAaktav: 
kal méoas vdocous), xxviii. 61, Test. 
Joseph 17, Herm, Vis. 111. xi, 2, Xil. 3. 
In the N.T. it recurs only in x. I 
(where the expression Oeparreveuv . . . 


THS Bactrelas 
na / cal a a 
macav vooov Kal Tacav parakiav év TO Kad. 


‘gee Vill, 16, 1x. 35, xii. 


\ / 
kal Oepatrevov 


Kal amnrOev 24 


padakiav is repeated), and ix. 35 
(where the whole verse is repeated 
almost verbatim, and followed, as here . 
(v. 1), by tay 5 rods dyAovs). Mt. 
is inclined to punctuate his narrative 
with recurring formulas. See the 
healing in vill. 16 f, followed by 
idav d& 6 *Incots Byker and xy. 
30 f, followed by orAayxvifopas ét 
TOV aay: The present passage is 
alluded to in a Christian amulet of 
the 6th cent. (Milligan, Gk. Pap. 
no. 55). é€v tT» Aa@: to a Jewish 
writer this meant Israel ; ‘the laity,’ 
then as in the Christian church, 
meant the whole privileged body (cf. 
dis4 XX10 235620) Obey XXViyignS. 
47, XXVil. I, 25, 64). When the 
Lord preached elsewhere than in the 
synagogues, Gentiles no doubt heard 
Him—a fact which is not sufficiently 
recognized ; but He was ‘not sent 
but unto the lost sheep of the house 
of Israel’ (xv. 24; cf. x. 6), and the 
healing of Gentiles was a rare excep- 
tion (vill, 5-13, xv. 21-28). For 
other general statements of healing 
Dy, Bae, Tz 
Kv 3O; XIX 2, kXIa TAs 

24. kal dmndAOev 7 axon KTA.] 
This anticipates the results of a con- 
siderable period of work; hence, 
possibly, the omission of the sentence 
in $ sin. The whole of (Gentile) 
Syria is contrasted with the Aads-in 
‘the whole of Galilee.” Syria, there- 
fore, seems to denote not the whole 
Roman province, which included 
Palestine, but that part to the N. 
and NE. for which Jews of Palestine 
employed the name (Ac. xy. 23, 41, 
Cals i Bin Gh ces 1h wate Shh Gy 
Ab. Zar.i. 8). The words are perhaps 
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e: b \ b) fa) > ef XN , \ / > fo! 
4 axon avtod els SAnv THY Yupiav: Kal Tpoorjveyxayv avT@ 
‘ a / ia 
mavtas Tovs KaKas éyovtas Touidnais vooos Kal Bacavous 
cuveyopuévous, Sarpovigouévous Kal cednviafouévous Kal Tapa- 


7 \ 3 (4 b _ 7 
25 ruTLKOUS, Kal eOepdrrevcev avTOUS. 


\ b 4 > lad 
Kal nKoAovOncay avT@ 


dyhor moddol amd THs Tadsralas Kai Aexamorews Kat 
3 / ~ 7 \ / : ver) s 
lepocodvpov Kat lovdaias Kal mwépav tod ‘lopdavov. 


based on Mk, i. 28, ‘Syria’ being 
Mt’s equivalent for tiv mepixwpov 
tys TudtAaias. The passage forms 
the basis of the legend of Abgar the 
toparch of Edessa (Kus. HZ. i. 13). 
aKor ¢. obj. gen. occurs in the N.T. 
only here (= Mk. i. 28) and xiv. 1. 

kal mpoojveykav KTA,.| The im- 
pers. vb. is used, more Aram., instead 
of a passive (cf. vill. 16, ix. 2, 32, xli. 
22). Pacavos of disease is rare; ef. 
1 Mac. ix. 56; and the verb, Mt. viii. 
6, 1 Regn. v. 3. ovvexopevovs: Sin 
the grip of’ (Vg. comprehensos) ; cf. 
Lk. iv. 38, Ac. xxvili. 8. With zrocx. 
vooos x. Bao. it is a nearer de- 
finition of kaks €xovras, followed 
by three particular instances in a 
descending scale of violence — de- 
moniac, moon-struck, paralytic. For 
oeAnviafeo Oar of. xvii. 15 ; ceAnvid- 
BAnrtos and -vacpds occur in late Gk. 
For rapaAvrikovs (so Mk.; not class. 
or LXx.) Lk. prefers rapadeAvpéevors ; 
cf. 1 Mac. ix. 55, 3 Mace. ii 22. 

25. ard THs laAsAaias xrA.]| The 
single article does duty for all the 
names; cf. Lk. v. 17, Ac. ii. 9. The 
‘Decapolis’ denoted certain Hellen- 
istic towns, perhaps originally ten 
in number. Subjected by Alex. 
Jannaeus, and liberated by Pompey, 
they formed a confederacy which was 
afterwards joined by other towns. 
Ten names are given by Pliny (Hist. 
Nat. v. xviii. 74), including the N.T. 
names Damascus, Gadara, and Gerasa, 
all of them on the E. of Jordan 
except Scythopolis (= Bethshan). See 
Schiirer, HJP. 11. i. 94-6. On ’lepo- 
o6Xdvpa, see ii. I. 


y.-vii. THE SERMON ON THE 
Mount. 

Mt. places this in the forefront: of 
the Lord’s teaching, influenced by 
Mk.’s statement (i. 21), which he 
reached at this point, that He was 
teaching in the synagogue at Caphar- 
naum. At the close of the sermon 
(vii. 29) he adopts Mk.’s next verse. 
But its position in Lk. (ch. vi.) is 
probably nearer the true one. There 
has been time for the ‘disciples’ (Lk. 
dxAos Todds pabntav aidtov) to be- 
come a body of adherents distinct 
from the 6yAov; and the ‘mountain’ 
seems to be due to Mk. iii. 13, where 
Jesus calls the Twelve on a mountain, 
which, in Lk., immediately precedes 
the sermon. : 

Spitta’s treatment (Die synopt. 
Grundschrift) of Lk. v., vi. is note- 
worthy. Apart from his theory that 
Mt. and Mk. were dependent upon 
an original form of Lk., he makes it 
probable that Lk. had access to a 
source or sources from which is de- 
rived a consistent narrative. In Lk. 
iv. 43 Jesus, in Galilee, says that He 
must preach ‘to the other cities also’; 
and in the next verse He preaches in 
Judaea. The haul of fish, after which 
three disciples follow Him (v. 1-11), 
is in Galilee. But in v. 12 Jesus 
heals a leper ‘in one of the cities,’ 
which is probably a direct continua- 
tion of iv. 43 f.; and thé command 
to shew himself to the priests also sug- 
gests Judaea. Lk. v. 1-11 is therefore 
an insertion which breaks the order. 
of events. The events of v. 12-vi. 
20 are as follows: the paralytic, the 
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ia A Lad 4 oe > lal 
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/ fal fal 
Bacireia TeV ovpavar. 


call of Levi and the discussion on 
fasting, the disciples in the cornfield, 
the withered hand ; after these con- 
flicts with the religious authorities, 
Jesus, needing retirement and prayer 
in preparation for the next stage in 
His work, spent a night praying on 
a mountain; next day He called the 
Twelve to be apostles. On descending 
from the mountain He was met by 
a crowd from Judaea and Jerusalem, 
and also from the coast of Tyre and 
Sidon (no Galileans being mentioned), 
and He healed their sick; and then 


delivered the sermon on the plain, 


in which the Beatitudes were ad- 
dressed to the disciples before He 
turned to address the crowds. In 
all this series, the ascent of the mount- 
ain and the descent to the plain are 
the only geographical notices since 
the mention of Judaea in iv. 44 
(apart from v. 1-11). The religious 
leaders, with whom Jesus is in con- 
flict, are more naturally to be found 
in Judaea than in Galilee; and the 
whole series of events seems to take 
place in Judaea. The people who 
came from the coast (rs mapadiov) 
of Tyre and Sidon would reach the 
Plain of Sharon by sea. And that 
was the locality of the sermon. 

On the sermon as a whole, and the 
relation between Mt. and Lk., see the 
Add. n. after ch. vii. Heinrici, Bei- 
triige, iii., gives suggestive instances 
of similarities of language, but differ- 
ences of thought, between it and 
classical writers, 

v. I. idov dé xtA.] See on iv. 23. 
Since in Mt. and Mk. the Lord is in 
Galilee, 76 dpos is the high ground 


- number. 


which rose W. of the lake. Like 
the Mosaic law, the righteousness 
which ‘fulfils’ it is taught from a 
mountain. Some would harmonize 
this with Lk.’s rézos meduvds by 
explaining the latter as a flat place 
on the mountain side; but in Lk. 
the sick are carried thither, and it is 
very improbable that they would be 
carried up any portion of the moun- 
tain. 

kat. kaBicavtos xtX.] He sat to 
deliver a formal discourse; cf. xiii. 
Fe ONG Eb Sony BG, IAS, iwA CLO} Ve 
3, Ez. viii. 1. Iren. ad Flor. (ap. 
Eus. HE. v. 20): dore pe Sivac bar 
eimetv Kal Tov Térov ev @ Kabe(o- 
pevos Sued€yeto 6 paxdpros IIoAv- 
KO,pTos. 


2, kal dvoiéas xTA.] A marked 
instance of Semitic redundancy ; see 
Aci x. 34; Job ii. 1, xxxii7 20, Dan: 
x. 16; and cf. ‘he lifted up his eyes’ 
(Gen. xxii. 4, 13), ‘his feet’ (Gen. 
xxix. 1). The imperf. edidacxev is 
an Aramaism. 


3-12. (Lk. vi. 20-23.) THE Brati- 
TUDES. 

As they stand they are nine in 
It is arbitrary to make 
them a second Decalogue by reckon- 
ing v. 12 as a separate one. More 
probably there should be eight: the 
change in v. 11 from pakdpios ot to 
pax. éore suggests either that vv. 
10—I 2 are one Beatitude (Hil, Ambr., 
Jer.), or, as is more likely, that v. 
11 f. did not originally stand in this 
position (see note). 

3. pakdpror ob mrwxot KTA.] 
‘Parens quaedam generatioque virtu- 

E 
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tum’ (Ambr.). pakdpios in the 
LXx. represents "WN (eg. Ps. 1. 1), 
which, like the Aram. 310, is inter- 
jectional, ‘Oh, the happiness of— !’ 
The connecting verb is, therefore, not 
needed, though it is found in xi. 6, 
Lk. xii, 38, Jam. i. 25. The adj. 
(not used in Mk., but occurring in 
Ov che xis Oy a Killeen O-mex <1 Vee AO) 
connotes, in Heb. thought, happy 
and successful prosperity, and never 
represents 102, which is always 
rendered by evAoynrés, -uévos. Lk. 
has simply pak. of rrwxol, which is 
probably the original wording, but Mt. 
rightly seizes the thought which under- 
lies it. mrwyos represents '2¥ (Aram. 
sy), which does not mean ‘lack- 
ing wealth’ (7, }138), or ‘humble’ 
(Y), but describes the pious in Israel, 
for the most part literally poor, whom 
the worldly rich despised and per- 
secuted. It is frequent in the Psalter. 
See HDB. art.‘ Poor.” Those whom 
the Lord addressed, who were despised 
by the recognized pious of His day, 
were really pious, not outwardly and 
conventionally, but ‘in their spirit.’ 
Cf. the allusion to this saying in 
Jam. ii. 5, where tots rrwxovs TH 


Koop are further defined as zAov- 


gious év miore, and Ep. Polye. ii. 
3, Pakdptor of trwxol Kal ot duwxkd- 
pevoe éevexev Sixaroctyys, 6te avTav 
éotw 7 PBactreia tov Ocov. The 


addition 7. rvevpart, therefore, points - 


to the sphere in which the rrwyela 
is to be found; cf. TH Kapdig, v. 8, 
To Tvetpatt, Ps, Xxxili, [xxxiv.] 19, 
1 Cor. vii. 34. The interpretation, 
‘those who spiritually make them- 
selves poor, 2.e detach themselves 
from earthly things (Clem. Qu. Div.S. 
16-20, Bp. Gore, The Serm...on the 
Mt. 23-26; cf. 1 Cor., vii. 29-31), 
is lessin keeping with Jewish language 
and thought. With the thought of 


the verse cf. Arist. Eth. Nuc. vit. v. 2 
where pakdpios is contrasted with 
évdens. See Heinrici, Beitrdge, iii. 17 f. 
éte adtov KTA.] Lk. has the 2nd 
pers. throughout his four Beatitudes, 
and Woes, making of mtwyxoé ete. 
vocatives, Cf. xi. 18 (A€youcuy) 
with Lk. vii. 33 (Aéyere). Perhaps 
the original form was ‘How happy 
it is for the poor [in spirit] that 
(Aram. 7) theirs, ete’ So & sin.cur ; 
see Burkitt, Ev. da Meph. i. on Lk. 
vi. 20. The tense of éoriv must not 
be pressed: it is timeless, and in 
Aram. the connecting verb would not 
be used. As a potential right, the 
kingdom is theirs now and always: 
as an actual possession it is still 
future, as is shewn by the verbs in 
vv. 4-9, which describe various aspects 
of its bliss. KAnpovopos €rounos 
ovpavod Bactreias (Clem. AL). 

4. pak, ot mevOovvres] Lk. pax, of 
kAaiovres viv, Ott yeAdoere. His in- 
sertion of vty here and in his next 
verse shews that the verbs are strictly 
future. Mt.’s form recalls Is. lxi. 2: 
TapaKkaréoat TavTas TOUS TEVOovVTAS. 
Both wev@eiv and kXaiew are quite 
general, and cannot, be confined to 
penitence for sin (as Clem. Al., Chrys., 
Ambr., Hil.). wevetv is most frequent 
in the uxx. for mourning for the 
dead, and for the sorrows and sins of 
others. paxdp.or ot revPovvres rept 
THS TOV arictwY drwdr«as (Didase. v. 
15). Both xAatew and viv are freq. 
in Lk.: xAaiew, Lk.™, Mt. ii. 18 
(LXX.), XXvi. 75; vov, Lk.%3, Ac.24, 
Mt.4; and -yeAay occurs only in Lk., 
here and »v, 25. 

éte avrot xtX.] As the poor in 
spirit are, in one aspect, mourners, 
so their share in the kingdom will 
be wapdxkAnous. Compare Mk. xv. 
43 with Lk. ii, 25. ‘Comforter’ 
(OM3D) is a name of the Messiah, and 
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HaKaplor ol TewavrTes Kal dwhavtes THY SiKavoovyny, OTL 6 


avtol yoptacOnoovtat, 


‘to see consolation’ (FIN) is a 
frequent expression in Rabb. writings 
(Volz, Jud. Esch. 305). 

“5. pax. ot zpaeis] The poor in 
spirit are pious in God’s sight, and 
mourners because of the sorrows in 
the world; mpaets expresses their 
attitude towards God and men. 
The words are based on Ps. xxxvi. 
[xxxvii.] 11: of 6€mpacts KAnpovo- 
pyocovcw ynv. mpavs= 139 (Aram. 
{niY) ; in the N.T. only in xi. 29, 
Bemis 5. t Pet. i. 4. . The subst. 
‘TpavtTns is commoner. 

étt avtot xtA.] The metaphor 
of inheritance (see Westcott, Hebr. 
167 ff.) was primarily derived from 
the occupation of Canaan by the 
Israelites who had been oppressed in 
Egypt (Dt. i. 8, etc). The Psalmist 
(l.c.) uses it of ultimate prosperity in 
this life,and triumph over the wicked, 
which are described in the remainder 
of the Psalm. Here the words supply 
another aspect of the possession of 
the kingdom. Cf. xix. 29, xxv. 34, 
PacomavinQnia xy, 50. Gal.-y. 21, 
cparel 4, Jami, 5, 1 Pet. i. 4 
(with Hort’s note). The meek will 
be ovyxAnpovopor (Rom. viii. 17) 
with the xkAnpovdémos (Mt. xxi. 38). 
The thought of inheritance is also 
found in Apocal. writings ; eg. Enoch 
v.7 (TV ynv KAnpovopetv), Pss. Sol. 
xiv. 6 ((wyv «X.). For other passages 
see Volz, Jud. Hsch. 306. 

Vv. 4, 5 are transposed in D 33, 
% vet. vg. S cur. diat®"® Aphr. 
Clem. Orig. Greg. Nyss. Vict. Hil. 


. Ambr. Jer. Aug. Lk. gives no help, 


since he omits the rpaeis, and places 


the xAalovres after the meuwavres. 


The order in the text is probably 


mevOovrres together in Is. lxi. 1, 2 
(and cf. v. 7 Tiv yhv éx Sevrépas 
KkAnpovopyjcovowv). But the evidence 
for transposition is strong, and it is 
favoured by the striking contrast 
between tOv ovpavay and thy yqy, 
and the effect produced by the juxta- 
position of DY and ON. There 
are not sufficient reasons for con- 
sidering v, 5a gloss (Wellh., Bacon), 
though its absence, with that of 
either v. 10 or vv. 11 f£ (See note), 
would give the complete number of 
seven Beatitudes. 

6. pax. of wewvovres KTA.] Another 
aspect of the mrwxoi. Lk. has 
simply pax. of mewva@vres viv, eX- 
pressing their actual earthly con- 
dition ; Mt.’s added words bring out 
its spiritual side (as év mvevpaty, v. 
3); cf. Bar. ii. 18 ) Yuyy 7 wevoca. 
Mt. alone records that Jesus used 
the word dixavootvy (iii, 15, Vv. 10, 
AS), Wh 1 Sey Tesi GO), eA Hae 
words: x. dupavres 7. Sikarorvvyy are 
possibly a gloss: meuvay with ace. is 
unique, though a few late instances 
of dupav with acc. occur, and 
xopracOnvat denotes the satisfaction 
of hunger, not of thirst (xiv. 20, xv. 
ap, ible, S67, UG, Seah Wie Phil. iv. 
12, Ps. evi. [evii.] 9. For its meta- 
phorical use cf. Ps. xvi, [xvii] 15, 
Tob. xii. 9 &). ‘Righteousness’ is 
probably not. intended to mean 
‘moral goodness’ (as Aipos aperys 
Philo, De Septen. vi.), which can be 
a present reality and is assumed in 
the ‘poor in spirit, but (as in vi. 
33) the gece for blessing in the 
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righteous, to the confusion of their 
enemies (see J. Weiss, Die Pred. Jesu 


v. Reiche Gottes, 76 and Excursus 


IL). Cf. Test. Levi. xiii. 5 which com- 
bines both meanings: oujoare 
Sixavordvyv ext THS yjs, iva evpynrte 
év ois ovpavois. S. Paul, who 
realized the present reality of the 
divine kingdom, taught, in con- 
sequence, the present reality of the 
divine gift of righteousness. 

7. pak. ot édenpoves] A special 
aspect of the poor in spirit. They 
are like the High Priest Himself 
(Heb. ii. 17, the only N.T. passage 
in which the adj. recurs). In the 
Lxx. it is used frequently of God 
(=)30); of men, only in Ps. cxi. 
[exii.] 4 (the whole Ps. is a beatitude 
on the ‘righteous’ man) and Prov.3 
Righteousness and Mercy were closely 
connected in the best Heb. thought. 
They are correlative in the character 
of God (Ps. xxxv. [xxxvi.] 10, Ixxxiv. 
[1xxxv.] 10), and of good men (Ps. exi. 
lc.) ; and APT¥ is sometimes actually 
rendered by ¢Aenpoovvyn and éXeos 
(see vi. 1 note). ‘Non miserebitur 
sapiens, sed succurrit’ (Seneca). 

éte att. éXenOjoovrar] As in 
the case of ‘ Righteousness,’ those 
who practise Mercy shall, in the 
coming kingdom, receive it. Cf. 
Prov. xvii. 5 (6 d€ émurrAayyvi(o- 


pevos €AenOjoerat). And the con- 
verse: Jam. ii. 133; cf. Mt. xviii. 
33 ff |The saying éAcate iva 


éXenOnre is ascribed to Jesus in 
Clem. Rom. xiii. 2, Ep. Polyc. ii. 3, 
Clem. Al. Strom. ii. 91. 

8. par. of KaBapol tH Kapdia] 
The dat. has the same force as to 
mvevpatt (v. 3); it implies a contrast 
between real and ceremonial purity 


(cf. 1 Pet. iii. 21). The words recall 
Ps. li. 12, Lxxiii. 1 (a2? 3), but their 
source is probably Ps. xxiii. [xxiv.] 
3 f.: He who can ascend into the 
hill of Yahweh, and stand in His 
holy place [so that he can see Him] 
is the dO@os yepoiv Kal kafapds TH 
kapoia. (cf. Jam. iv. 8). To possess 
the kingdom will be to see God. 
That is a final and future reward, 
but it can be progressively realized 
now in proportion to man’s purity 
of heart. Heb. xii. 14 combines the 
substance of this and the next 
Beatitude. See the contrast in 1 Jo. 
lii,-2; ‘there the Beatific vision 
produces the change into the same 
image: here the incipient God- 
likeness is rewarded by the Beatific 
vision? (J. H. Moulton). ovx 
advvatos THs Kapdias Kalapdrns 

.o0 7d yvOvat tu mepl Oeov 
paxdpiov 6 Képws ecivat dnow,, 
GAAG TS ev EavTd cyxeiv Tov Oedv 

. ovKovdv 6 éauTdy BAerwov év 
éavT 7d TroOotpevov BAErer (Greg. 
Nyss.). See also the passages in 
Philo quoted by Allen. 

9. pak. ot eipnvoroiot] The 
adj. is rare (Xen., Pollux, Plut.); the 
verb occurs in Col. i. 20, Prov. x. 10, 
Is. xxvii. 5 (Aq., al), and cipyvnv 
movetv in Jam. iii. 18, Eph. ii-15, Is. 
lic. Cf. Seer. Enoch lii, 11, ‘ Blessed 
is he who establishes peace and 
love’; Peah i, 1, ‘To produce peace 
between a man and his neighbour is 
reckoned among the things which 


._ bring forth good fruit in this life 


and benefit in the life to come.’ 

drt avtot xtA.] God is the 
auctor pacts et amator; and in the 
coming age one of the blessings cf 
the Kingdom will be the manifesta- 
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tion of peace-makers as His sons, 
because they share His nature. The 
perfect peace-maker is the Son of 
God (Eph. ii. 14 f).  «KAnOjoovras is 
virtually evovras (cf. v. 19, xxi. 13 
[with Lk. xix. 46], Lk. i. 32, 35). 
The name reveals, and is identical 
_with, the nature. This, and the 
thought that ‘sons’ are those who 
share their father’s nature, are 
thoroughly Hebraic (cf. v. 45, xxiii. 
Bieo-viil 30,41 £, 4 Cor iv. 15 f, 
Apoc. xxi. 7). But the words con- 
trovert the Jewish belief that Israel, 
and even all individual Israelites, 
were sons of God (see Dalman, 
Words, 184-9). For the thought 
of divine sonship in connexion with 
the coming age cf. Lk. xx. 36, Sib. 
iii. 702, Enoch Ixii. 11, Pss. Sol. 
XvVli. 30. 

10, pak. of Sediwypévor ktr.] The 
perf. participle does not materially 
differ from a present; an Aram, 
participle which it represents would 
be timeless. Thus Polycarp (Phil. ii. 3) 
could ascribe to the Lord the words 
“pak, of TTwXol Kal of SiwKduevor 
évexev Sux, OTs atrav éeotw 4 Bac.. 
tov Oeov. In v. 6 ‘righteousness’ 
(rnv Sux.) is a future object for which 
men hunger; here (without the art.) 
it is a quality for which they are 
persecuted. vexev ux, is an addition 
by Mt. of the same type as To 
mvevpate and TH Kapdia (vv. 3, 8): 
deduwypevor by itself implies religious 
persecution, but Mt. states it ex- 
_plicitly. The ‘persecuted’ are the 
‘poor’ of v. 3, and their paxapiopds 
is the same; the ‘golden chain’ 


(Chrys.) of the Beatitudes is thus 
linked into a circle which contains 
them all. Cf. Polye. (quoted above). 
II. paxdpit éeore xtX.] This 
and the foll. verse are an expansion 
of v.10; the persecution is described 
in detail, and the 2nd pers. is sub- 
stituted for the 3rd. This can 
hardly, therefore, be their true 
position, although they stood here 
in Q. It is less probable that v. 10, 
as some think, was constructed out of 
these verses. The order dwW€., dvecd, 
in D may be correct, but it is pro- 
bably a harmonization with Lk. 
who places ove. last of his three 
verbs. Lk. adds of dvOpwroux Mt. 
preserves the Aram. impersonal verb. 
For eimwow . . . xa? tpov Lk, 
has éxGddAwow +d dvowa tuav os 
movnpov: but ékBdAAev can re- 
present the Aram. P’DN ‘to bring 
out’ (sc. words from the mouth), 2. 
‘to utter’; cf. Is. xlii 3 (N'YIN= 
exBddAewv Mt. xii. 20), Num. xiii. 
32, xiv. 36 f (LxXx. éfjveyxay and 
Katesravtes), The Aram. under- 
lying Mt. and Lk. can perhaps be 
represented by eizwow [or ék- 


‘Barwowv] dvopa rovypdv Ka@” ipov 


(Wellh.). The falseness of the evil 
speaking is clearly implied without 
Wevddpuevor, which is probably a 
gloss. The evidence for placing xa6” 
tpov to follow eirwouv is strong ; 
the insertion of yevd. may have 
drawn it to its present position, pro- 
ducing the meaning ‘lying against 
you.” évexev éuov (LK. év. Tov viod 
Tov dvOpwrov cannot be genuine) 
infroduces a thought different from 


54 THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW [V. 12, 
12 éuod’ yalpere Kal dyadMacbe, Stu 6 pucOds tudy Todds — 


> a b) tal e \ 297 \ / \ 
€V TOLS OUPAVOLS* OUTWS Yap ediwkay Tovs mpopyntas Tous 


Tpo vMLeODV. 


that in v. 10 (év. dixavoovvys) ; see 
x. 18 (note), Xxiv. 9. 

12, xaipere xTA.] Lk. xdpyre 
év éxeivy TH Huepy, @.¢ in the day 
of persecution. The joy is to be, 
not in spite of, but because of per- 
secution. For the late dyaAAvaoGe 
Lk. has the class, oxiptjoate (cf. 
Lk. i. 41, 44), and for 67u his 
favourite idov yap (°, Mt.°, Mk.°. 
On 6 puoOds see Add. note. ev 
tois ovpavois does not locate the 
bliss of the coming age; it means 
‘with God’ (see Dalman, Words, 
206-8); cf. vi. 1, 20, Mk. x. 21, 
Targ. Jer. I]. on Num. xxiii. 33: 
‘Happy are ye, O ye righteous; 


eri THs yas Onoarpifer (wv eavT@ 
Tapa Kuply. 

ottws ydp xtd.] Lk. xara ra 
avtTa yap érotovy. For the impers. 
ediw€ay (cf. v. 11) Lk. adds a subject, 
ot matépes attav. So here, b ¢ k 
[fratres] Cyp®4, and [‘ your fathers ’] 
% cur, while & sin substitutes it 
for robs rpd tpov. These variants 
arise partly from the fact that in 
Latin (que fuerunt ante vos) and 
Aram. (}2°27P7) robs apd tpov can 
be taken as the subject. Wellh. 
suggests that of matépes atTov 
stands for }17°27P7, which differs 
only in a single letter. It may, 
however, merely be derived from 


Lk. xi. 47 £-(Harnack). tots po 
vpov need not imply that the 
disciples are reckoned as prophets 
(Chrys.) ; see x. 41 note. 


what a good reward is prepared for 
you with your Father which is in 
heaven for the world to come.” Pss. 
Sol. ix. 9: 6 mov SiKacoodvynv 


Additional Note on v. 12. 


Ideas concerning Reward form a marked feature of the Lord’s teaching. 

(a) Many passages reflect, at least on the surface, the current opinions 
of His day. He speaks of reward as a treasure heaped up like capital, 
or waiting to be enjoyed (v. 12, vi. 4, 6, 18, 20, xix. 21). The relation 
between God and men is that of employer or master and labourers or slaves 
(xx. I-16, xxiv. 45-51, xxv. 14-30). The religious leaders of the time 
forfeit their heavenly reward because they have snatched a reward already 
by hypocrisy and ostentation (v. 46, vi. 1 f, 5, 16) The reward is some- 
times a strict equivalent for something done (v. 7, vi. 14, x. 32, 41 f., xxv. 
29), or a compensation for loss or self-sacrifice (x. 39, Lk. xiv. 8-11); it 
is also graduated according to the success with which a duty is performed © 
(v. 19 eAdxuoros, xviii. 1-4, xix. 30, Mk. ix. 41, Lk. xix. 17, 19); and 
punishment is similarly graduated (x. 15, xi. 22, 24, Lk. xii. 47 f.). These 
were the ordinary Jewish ideas, in which reward was payment, graduated 
and quantitatee, though protests were occasionally heard; e.g. Antigonus 
of Socho said ‘Be not as slaves that minister to the master in order to 
receive a recompense’ (Aboth i. 3; see Taylor). 

(6) But on the other hand the Lord introduced new elements, which 
transformed the idea. Reward is purely qualitative, and is identical for 
all (xx. I-16, xxv. 21, 23).. See Swete on Apoc. xxii. 12. It is the 
Kingdom of Heaven, with all that that involves (vy, 3-10). It is given 


\'s 13] THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 55 


¢ a \ \ a a fol 
Tyeis eoté TO Gdas Tis ys ay S& TO Gas powpavOF, év 13 
tive GducOncetar; els ovdev ioyver ere ef wh BrnOev eo 


to those for whom it has been prepared (xx. 23, xxv. 34). And since 
the opportunities for good actions are themselves a divine gift (xxv. 
14 f.), service is a mere duty which cannot merit reward (Lk. xvii. 9 f). 
Reward therefore becomes free, undeserved grace, and is pictured as great 
out of all proportion to the service rendered (xix. 29, xxiv. 47, xxv. 21, 
23, Lk. vi. 38, xii. 37). This teaching really eliminates the idea of reward 
altogether, though Jesus frequently employs the popular language when He 


points out the sort of actions, and spirit, that God demands. 


See Holtz- 


mann, NTTheol. i. 192-7 (7258 ff.), and the literature cited there. 


13~16. Sat anp Licut. 

13. vpels eoté xtX.] The first 
clause is peculiar to Mt. and its 
source is unknown; the second 
(preceded by xaXddy 75 aAas) occurs 
In Mk. ix. 49 as part of a catena 
of sayings about salt; the second 
(preceded by xaAdv otv 7d dAas) and 
third occur in Lk. xiv. 34, probably 
from Q, of which Mk.’s saying is pos- 
sibly a reminiscence. 

Salt has no beneficial effect upon 
soil; salty land is unfruitful (Dt. 
xixe 23, Fe Vil. 34); ‘sal, ut 
arbitror, terrae nullum est’ (Hil.). 
The metaphor, therefore, is confined 
to dAas, and 7 y7 is ‘the world of 
men, being thus synonymous with 
kéopos in v, 14 (ch x. 34, Apoe 
Rilli2, Gen, Xvi. 25): ~Iren. (© 
vi. 1) has 7d GAas kal 7d Pos Tod 
Kéopov. The two sayings probably 
belong to different occasions. Bischoff 
(Jesu u. d. Rabb. 21) suggests that 
the original Aram. contained a word- 
play, Sant xban. Salt, dpxXn warns 
Xpeias cis wyv avOpdrov (Sir. xxxix. 
31 [26]), seasons food (Job vi. 6, 
Col. iv. 6), and prevents corruption 
(Lev. ii. 13, Ez. xliii, 24): human 
life would be both insipid and 
corrupt but for the presence of good 
men. They will not only be re- 
warded in the future (vv. 3-12) but 
are advantageous to the world now. 
dAas is a late form for the class. aAs. 


édv S€ 7d dXdas KTA.] Infatuatum 
fuertt (k); evanuerit(vg.). Mk.dvadov 
yevntat. jswpds is the opposite of 
gopos, which is probably from the 
same root as sapere, sapiens, sapor ; 
it thus represents both insipiens and 
“insipid” - For the verb cf. Rom. i. 
22, 1 Cor. i, 20, ddAwOjoerat:, 
Mk. dpricete, Lk. dprvOjcera. 
These parallels forbid 7) y7 to be 
understood as the stibject of the 
verb (in quo .sallietur terra k). 
The Lord may have been using 
a current proverb; Joshua ben 
Hananya (c. 80-120 A.D.) when asked 
‘Salt when it becomes stale where- 
with shall one salt it?’ replied 
‘Does salt become stale?’ (Bekor. 
8 b). The fact that it does not 
(‘natura salis semper eadem est, nec 
immutari unquam potest’ Hil.) causes 
no difficulty : salt may be so adulter- 
ated that its taste is lessened. Where 
salt and other commodities were 
highly taxed (cf. Jos, Ant, XIII. ii. 
3), the poor must sometimes have 
bought salt without savour. Pliny 
(Hist. Nat. xxxi. 82) speaks of 
springs yielding ‘salem inertem nec 
candidum.’ 


eis ovdev ioxver xtX.] For the 
construction ef. Jer. xxxi. [xlviii.] 
14 (eis), Sir. 1 29 (mpds) — Lk. 
evOerov éxtiv, a class, word (else- 
where only Lk. ix. 62; dvevOeros, 
Ac, xxvii. 12); and for eis ovdéy he 
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has ovre cis yhv ovre eis Kompiav. 
The thought occurs, with a different 
metaphor, in Lk. xi. 34 fi ‘Si 
doctor erraverit, a quo alio doctore 
emendabitur?’ (Jer.). The words 
find an illustration in Judas Iscariot. 
See also Heb. vi. 4-8, x. 26-29. 

14-16. Four distinct sayings are 
here combined (14a, 14b, 15, 16), 
of which all except the third are 
peculiar to Mt. 

14a. TO ps Tod Kdcpov] od 
Réyer 5€ ipeis eote Porta, adda 
pos, dpa capa ovtes Xpwrtod Os, 
pos ext. Tov Kdopov (Petr. Laod.). 
Cf.<Phil, ii. 15: =“e are. to the 
world of men morally and spiritually 
(POs vonrév Chrys.) what light is 
to them physically. ‘Nihil esse 
corporibus utilius sale et sole’ (Pliny, 
Hist. Nat. xxxi. 102). Spiritually ‘sal 
terrae’ may stand for the influence 
of character, ‘lux mundi’ for that of 
teaching. The Jews claimed to be 


pos tov év oxdrer (Rom. ii. 19);. 


ef. Test. Levit xiv. 3: ‘Ye are the 
lights of Israel’; Gen. Rab, 2, ‘Let 
there be light,—that is the works of 
the righteous’; and see Lightft. Hor. 
Heb. on Jo. viii. 12. The claim is 
also made by the Christian missionary 
(Ac. xiii. 47 =Is. xlix. 6), On the 
status of Christians in the world see 
Ep, Diogn. vi. 

14b. ov dvvarar réAts kTX.] The 
conspicuousness of an elevated char- 
acter is the slight point of contact 
with the preceding saying. Cf. Logia 
Jesu 7, Todis GKodopnpevn em AKpov 
dpovs bYyAod Kal eoTnprypevyn ovTE 
mecety Svvarat ovte KpuBnvat, Aug. 
uses the words of the Civitas, ‘fun- 
data super insignem magnamque 
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justitiam.’ Possibly a neighbouring 


town illustrated the words, or Is, ii. 


2—4 lies behind them. 

15. ovde Kaiovow xtXr.] It is 
assumed to be impossible that a dis- 
ciple, as such, can hide his light ; the 
ideal is that of Rom. vi. 2, 1 Jo. iii. 9. 
Cf. Mk. iv. 21, Lk. viii. 16, xi. 33. 
Mt. shews little or no trace of Mk., 
but Lk., in both passages, has affinities 
both with Mk. and Mt. The saying 
must have stood in Q (Ozaf. Stud. p. 
171 f.), but not in the Sermon. The 
impers. plurals xaiovow, tuléacrv, 
and the xai, point to an Aram. 
original: ‘a lamp is not lit and 
then placed (7.¢. only to be placed) 
etc.’ Lk. in both passages supplies 
a subject, ovdels AVyvov awas (the 
verb, in this sense, being confined 
to Lk., Ac). Mk.: pate épxetar 6 
Adbxvos. Kaiew and dre represent 
the same original (% vet.pesh have 
the same verb 4qa3). For pddcov Lk. 
has oxKevos in viii. 16 but pddioy in 
xi. 33; like Mk. (i) t3d rv KAivyy) 
he adds 7 trokdtw KAivns and eis 
kputtTjv. The modius was a dry 
measure containing 16 sextard, we. 
about a peck; S&sin.pesh render it 
wiht =‘ seah, cdrov (cf. xiii. 33 
= Lk. xiii. 21), about 14 peck. A 
‘bushel’ (E.V.) is about three seahs. 
The article with pddiov and Avyviav 
is either generic or, less probably, 
represents the Aram. emphatic ter- 
mination. 

GAN ext tHv Avxviav KTA.] The 
‘lampstand’ (class. Avyviov) is the 
metal stand which supported the 
earthenware lamp. Like the taber- 
nacle (Ex. xxv. 31 [30] ff., Heb. ix. 
2) the home lit by the lamp is a 
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type of the heavenly temple (Apoc. 
ere 4, 20; li. 1, xxi. 23). For xal 
Adpre «tA. Lk. in both passages 
has iva, of eioropevduevor BET wiv 
70 hos [Td'pds BX.], perhaps pressing 
the simile to include the mission 
preaching which brought men into 
the Church (Harnack). On the 
consecutive kai see Blass, § 77. 6. 


16. ovtws Aapildtw xrr.]_ This 
‘saying passes from the ideal to the 
actual; it is only too possible for 
disciples to hide their light. otrws 
does not look backwards to v, 15 
(which was probably spoken on a 
different occasion), but forwards to 
érws. The Hebraic éumpoo ev (Aram, 
D1) takes the place of the dat. racw. 
The light is not now the influence of 
preaching but of deeds—a Tatpredigt, 
as conspicuous as possible in such a 
way that (oUrws dws) men may 
glorify, not the worker but, Him 
who is the Source of the light (cf. 
ix. 8). 1 Pet, ii. 12 seems to be a 
reminiscence of the words. On the 
other hand the deeds may be con- 
spicuous in such a way that the 
worker and not God is glorified (vi. 
I, xxiii. 5 ff). KaAdv describes a 
work as it is seen by others (xxvi. 
10, Jo. x. 32 f, Heb. x: 24, Past. 
Epp.*), aya@dv in its intrinsic char- 
acter, 2.¢. as seen by God (Rom. ii. 7, 
xiii. 3, 2 Cor, ix. 8, Eph. ii. 10, Col. 
i. 10, 2 Thes. ii. 17, Past. Epp.%). 

Tov év Tols ovpavois] This ex- 
pression is attached to ‘my, our, 

our Father’ 13 times in Mt, once 
in Mk. (xi. 25), and not in Lk. (ee, 
however, xi. 13). The appellation 
‘the Father which is in heaven’ is 
not found in the O.T., but appears 


in Rabb. writings from the end of 
the Ist cent. aD. Earlier written 
evidence is wanting, but since Jews 
would be unlikely to adopt the 
expression from Christians, it was 
probably current at least when Mt. 
was written; and Jesus may have 
employed it occasionally. The 
Fatherhood. of God in the O.T. 
largely stands for His relation to 
His people as a whole, and is derived 
from the early conception of a chief 
as ‘father’ of his tribe. In late 
Jewish writings His fatherly relation 
to individuals begins to be under- 
stood; but in the Lord’s teaching 
it is el and paramount, See 
further, vi. 9 note. 

17—48, vi. 1-18. Ran AnD LrGaL 
RieHtnousness: (a) The Law not 
annulled but transcended (vv. 17—20). 
(6) Application of this principle to 
the teaching of the Scribes (vv. 21- 
48), (c) to the life of the Pharisees 
(vi. 1-18). The ‘good works’ just 
spoken of must not, like the scribal 
Tradition, consist in obedience to 
the letter of the Law; without 
annulling it they are to transcend 
it by giving expression to the deepest 
principles involved in love to God 
and to man. Lk. preserves only the 
sayings which treat of love to man. 


17-20. THE Law not ANNULLED 
BUT TRANSCENDED. 

17. py voptonte KTA.] Cf. x. 345 
also ix. 13, xx. 28. Enough time 
had elapsed since the beginning of 
the Ministry for the Lord’s words 
and actions to give the impression 
that He came to destroy. For xata- 
Nocar (= Avew v. 19) cf Ac. v. 
38, Rom. xiv. 20, 2 Mac. ii, 22, 
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Jos, Ant. Xx. iv. 2. aKupovy (xv. 
6) has much the same force, and 
S. Paul’s favourite xarapyetv. The 
disjunctive 7 in a negative sentence 
takes the place of kai (cf. v. 18, Jo. 
vili. 14, Blass, § 77. 11): ‘the Law 
and the Prophets’ (so % sin.cur, Aphr.) 
comprise the Jewish Bible, the em- 
bodiment of God’s moral require- 
ments) (vil; 12). x13) sxi. 4.0, bk, 
Xvi. 16, Ac. xill. 15, xxiv. 14, XxXviil. 
23, Rom. iii. 21); similarly ‘ Moses 
and the Prophets’ (Lk. xvi. 29, 31, 
xxiv. 27, Jo. i. 45). To annul them 
would be to annul the social and 
religious order of Jewish life. In 
the following verses, however, Jesus 
speaks only of the Law; He was 
never charged with annulling the 
moral teaching of the prophets; 7} 
Tous mpopyras, therefore, may be a 
later addition (see on vii. 12, xxii. 40), 
reflecting the thought expressed in 
Mt.’s frequent formula éva AnpwOy. 
But wAnpoca cannot (as in Hil., 
Chrys., al.) bear two different mean- 
ings as applied to the Law and to 
the Prophets. Nor does it mean 
‘to accomplish, in the sense of 
obeying; it must refer, like kara- 
Aboot, to the teaching for which 
Christ ‘came.’ (For éAGe?y in the 
sense of a life mission cf. ix. 13, x. 
GUE Shy 28h 10) 1 OS Dey Todt, BA, uv 
see xxyl. 24 note.) He came to fill 
the Law, to reveal the full depth of 
meaning that it was intended to hold 
-(cf. Rom. xiii. 8, Gal. v. 14, and the 
instructive use of the verb in Lk. 
xx. 16). ‘Although the moral law 
is external, yet under the Gospel 
it loses its form of external law, 
and becomes an internal principle of 
life’ (Liddon). See Hort, Jud. Chr. 
14 ff. Iren. uses a variety of equi- 
valents : adumplere (so Vulg.), vmplere, 


ovkK AAov KaTaddoaL 


ST. MATTHEW [V. 18 
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extendere, dilatare, augmentare; and 
Tert.: ampliare, adjectionem super- 
struere. Marcion omitted the words 
(Tert.c. Marc. iv. 7) ; and his followers 
declared that Jesus said ov« 7AOov 
TAnpoca. Tov vopov aAAd KaTa- 
Ato.at (Dial. Adamant. ed. Bakhuyzen 
88, Isid. Ep. i. 371); ef. the addition 
to Lk. xxiii. 2 in some lat. MSS.: 
‘et solventem legem [nostram] et 
prophetas.’ Harnack, Sctz, Akad. 
Wiss. Berlin, 1912, 184 fi., shews the 
uses made of the verse in the early 
Church. It is referred to in Shabd. 
116b (Edersheim LT. i. 537). 

18, 19. These verses do not seem 
to be in their right context, for (1) 
the thought of rAnpocau is continued 
not here but in v. 20, (2) v. 18 finds 
a parallel in v.20. Possibly v. 19 is 
a later gloss (see note). 

18. dunv yap Aeyw viv] Mt, 
ME”, ke (LEG: 275. xi. 44 
[D dpuhyv], xxi, 3) substitutes dAnOas: 
Jo.5 has dujy dunv Acyw tyly [vor]. 
In xii. 31, xxvi. 29 Mt. omits dyrjv 
where Mk. preserves it. No one but 
the Lord is recorded to have used 
the expression; it was a personal 
peculiarity which the Christian 
tradition preserved. It is not an 
oath, but (like D8 2 Kings xix. 17 
(év dAnGeia), Job xix. 4, xxxvi. 4 (ér’ 
é.AnGeias)) adds force or solemnity to 
an utterance. Jer, thinks of it as 
equivalent to ‘Thus saith the Lord’ 
in the O.T. prophets. vai (xi. 9, 26, 
Lk. vii. 26, xi. 51) has a similar 
force; cf. vat, dujv (Apoc. i. 7). 
SMI" ‘in truth’ is used in the 
Talm. (Sanh. 20c), This is different 
from its use in the Heb. of 1 Kings 
i, 36, Jer. xi. 5, xxxiv. [xxviii] 6 
(LXX. yévo.ro), and its liturgical use 
among Jews and Christians, 
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ever’ (= eis Tov aidva), the existence 
of heaven and earth constituting the 
present age. For the perpetuity of 
the Law see Jewish parallels quoted 
by Allen (p. 45), and Jos. Ant. 11. 
Vili, 10, Ta mpd ovpavod Kal yjs 
TapEepXopeva. ETHpavev pn) OVTA TOD 
dvtws vopov (Clem. Hom. iii. 51). 
See Mt. xxiv. 35 note. “ 

iora év «td.] Lk. (xvi. 17) has 
pula, xepéa alone. For Greek readers 
Mt. represented the Heb. Yod by the 
corresponding Gk. letter. The Engl. 
‘jot’ was originally spelt ‘iote’ in 
the A.V.; ‘iott’ (Tynd.) ; zota (Vulg.). 
‘ Tittle, originally ‘ title’ in the A.V., 
and in previous Engl. versions, is 
the Lat. tztwlus, which in late usage 
meant the stroke above an abbrevi- 
ated word, and hence any small 
stroke or mark. The meaning of 
kepea or kepaia (‘horn’) is doubtful. 
It is usually explained as the small 
apec (Vulg.) or projection which 
distinguishes certain pairs of Heb. 
letters (the Rabb. /P, ‘thorn’ or 
‘spike’). But to erase one of these 
may make an enormous difference in 
the sense, not a small one as the 
words imply. In Vay. R. 19 the 
guilt of altering one of them is 
pronounced to be so great that if 
it were done the world would be 
destroyed. Moreover in the early 
Heb. script, and sometimes in the 
square characters, the Ydéd was 
practically indistinguishable from the 
Vav, which was not a very small 
letter (Lidzbarski, Handb. d. nordsem. 
Epigr. 191). The smallness, there- 
fore, of the alteration in the Law 
is perhaps connected not with the 
size of the letter Yod, but with 
the fact that in many words it can 
be dispensed with ;—‘not even a 
Yod, which is only demanded by 


a 2\ 5 4 fe a ry lol 
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correctness of spelling, shall pass 
away.’ And xepéa is treated similarly, 
if (as Burkitt conjectures) it can 
mean the ‘hook (letter), te Vav, 
which is as frequently dispensed with 
as Yod. But Lk’s omission of idra 
ev suggests a further conjecture. If 
in an early Aram. document, in 
which Yod and Vév were indis- 
tinguishable, the words were written 
as ‘one }, different translations might 
represent them by t@ra év and pia 
kepéa, the latter being used in Lk., 
the former in Mt.; 7 pia Kepéa may 
then have been a later harmonizing 
addition in Mt. On ov py in the 
N.T. see Moulton, i. 190-2. 

éws dv mavta yevntar] Not in 
Lk. In this position the clause is 
obscure, but seems to repeat the 
thought of ‘till heaven and earth 
have passed away. It is probably 
a gloss, due to the similar expression 
in xxiv. 34 f. (Mk. xiii. 30 f, Lk. 
xxi, 32 f.) which refers to the por- 
tents just described as ushering in 
the Last Day. See ZNW. v. 253 ff. 

19. ds é€av oty KTtA.] On the 
vernacular éav for av see Moulton, i. 
42 f, The Jews recognized that 
some of the 613 commandments in 
the Law were of less importance than 
others ; they sometimes distinguished 
them as ‘heavy’ and ‘light.’ See 
instances in Wetstein (ad loc.) They 
also recognized that the Kingdom of 
Heaven would not bring equality 
to its members (xi. II, xvill. I-4; 
ef. v.12 note). See Dalman, Words, 
113 f. é€Adyurros in both clauses 
may be elative, ‘very small’ (Blass, 
§ 11. 3), but in the second it is con- 
trasted with péyas; under the in- 
fluence of Aram., which has no adj. 
forms of comparison, the three Gk. 
forms could be employed almost inter- 
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changeably to express either positive 
or superlative (cf. xi. II, xviil. I, 
xxii, 36, xxiii, 11). On KAn@yjoerar 
=éoTar see v. 9. The verse (which 
is absent from Lk.) is drawn, if 
genuine, from another context, but is 
possibly a gloss since no ‘command- 
ments’ have been mentioned to which 
7. évroX@v tovTwy can refer; the use 
of Avon after karadioar (v. 18) is 
also noticeable But it is unnecessary 
to see in it an anti-Pauline polemic, 

20. Aéyw ydp ipiv xtr.] The 
yép forms a logical sequence with 
tAnpocat (v. 17), not with vv. 18, 
19. Something more is needed than 
the éeAorepiocoPpycKeia (Epiph.) 
of the Scribes and Pharisees. mepic- 
cevon ...Aciov: ‘is more abundant . 
than’; cf. 1 Thes. iv. 30, Phil. i. 9. 
For the brachylogy 7. ypapparewv 
(=7Hs 7. yp.) cf. Jo. v. 36. For 
eioépxeo Oa. of attaining to final bliss 
ES Us LICE Pia saysubly Ch Gh tee Robe 
1792301, XX VAS EX Xo e lene 

The Scribes (who were not all Phari- 
sees, Mk. ii. 16, Ac, xxili. 9) were a 
comparatively small.body of men who 
(1) expounded the Law, (2) developed 
it, (3) administered it as assessors in 
courts of justice. The Pharisees were 
the whole body of orthodox pietists 
who lived the ‘separated’ life(Schiirer, 
HJP. 11. i. § 25, ii. § 26, and Swete 
on Mk. i. 22). The teaching of the 
Scribes is now dealt with in vv. 21- 
48, the life of the Pharisees in 
vi. 1-18 (cf. xxiii. 14-33). Thehigh 
moral character and teaching of many 
_of the Rabbis of later days cannot 


dre éppéOn trois dpyatous OY 
be taken to prove the excellence of 
Rabbinism as a whole in the time of 
Jesus. Allowing for some bias on 
Mt.’s part, there is enough evidence 
in the synn. to shew that there were 
serious grounds for the Lord’s rebukes. 
See also the polemic against them in 
the Fragm. of a Zadokite Work (Charles, 
Introd. p. xi.). That Rabbinism had 
its good elements is seen in Mk. xii. 
32-34; and after the discipline of 
trouble in the upheaval of Jewish 
life under Vespasian and Titus, these 
elements revealed themselves in many 
a remarkable life of true piety. See 
Burkitt, Gosp. Hist. 169-173. 


21-48. SPECIMENS oF LAws WHICH 
CHRIST ‘FULFILLED.’ Vv. 39 f,, 42, 
44, 48 find parallels in Lk. vi. 29 f, 
27 £,-32-36. 

21, 22. Thow shalt not murder. 


21. nxovaate xtr.] Cf. Jo. xii. 
34. ‘In the past (and up till now) 
you always heard’; an aor. of in- 
definite time-reference (Moulton, i. 
140). The Lord contrasts the oral 
teaching of the Rabbis with His own. 
The mass of the people in Galilee 
could not read; they learnt the 
Scriptures by hearing them read and 
explained in the synagogues. éppeOy 


- = DN), frequent in Rabb. writings - 


as a formula of bibl. quotation 
(Bacher, Hxeg. Term. i. 6). ois 
dpxatous, ‘to men in the past’ (not 
‘by, as A.V., but no earlier EV.) ; 
this is not confined to the Israelites 
of the time of Moses, but is’ as 
general as possible, in contrast with 
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a > x 7 Yj tal 
os 6 dv dovevton, evoyos ota 1H xploeu. 


5 \ \ / ta 4 A ¢€ t a a n 
Eye S€ déyo tiv dtu mas 6 dpyitouevos TH GEAPO avTod 22 


a4 va a fs a a 
evoxos eotar TH Kpicer: bs 8 av ein TO AdEAPO 


avTov 


22 avrov °] NBA? 48 198 1, m vg aeth; add exn DE al minn.pler & vet S omn 
me arm Cyp Leif | paxa] NB al minn.pler & f>k ; paxa N*D D& vet.pler.vg 


tpiv. It perhaps represents }27P%, 
or the shorter Palest, }"21p5, ‘ those 
who were before’ (cf: rods mpd ipor, 
, 12), 
ov dovetoets ktA.] The prohibi- 
_ tion is from Ex..xx. 15 [13], Dt. v. 
18 [17]; the remainder of the verse 
represents the ‘tradition of the elders,’ 
which would arise from such passages 
as Ex. xxi. 12, Num. xxxv. 16-33. 
évoxos (cf. évexdpevos, Gal. v. 1) is 
equiv. to the Rabb. 1!f. Except in 
its literal meaning ‘held fast by’ 
(Heb, ii. 15; cf. Sir. Prol.) it ‘is 
always used forensically: ‘liable to’ 
consequences (as here; cf. Ow. Pap. ii. 
275, evox. oTw ToIs ivous ereTEipots, 
Ach. Tat. viii. 10, dvot Oavdrous 
évox.); so with gen. (xxvi. 66, Gen. 
xxvi. 11); ‘guilty of’ a crime, ¢. gen. 
or dat. (Mk. iii. 29, Dt. xix. 10, 
2 Mac. xiii. 6); ‘guilty of’ [violating] 
a law or other object (1 Cor. xi. 27, 
Jam. ii. 10) tH Kpioe: is ‘legal 
proceedings, a mild term for the 
punishment of murder, chosen in 
order to lead up to, and throw into 
relief, the contrast in v. 22 (Wellh.). 
22. eyo 8& Aéyw ipiv] ris yap 
mpopytov ovTw Tote epbeyEato ; Tis 
Stxaiwy; tis matpiapyov; adda 
Tade eyes kvptos (Chrys.). 
mas 6 opyufouevos kTX.] The overt 
act of murder does not exhaust the 
meaning of the commandment. adeA- 
os (vv. 23 f, vii. 3 ff, xviii. 15, 21), 
like 6 wAynoiov (Lk. x. 27, 29), would 
to Jewish ears mean only a fellow- 
Jew; but for a real ‘fulfilling’ of 
the Law it must embrace every human 
being. cixj is supported by strong 
textual. evidence, but intrinsically it 


uu, Unt. 1911, pp. 22, 39). 


is more probable that the Lord did 
not say it; the sharp. antithesis 
between act and feeling, with no 
qualifying addition, is in keeping 
with many of His utterances (see v. 
32 note). Orig. (on Eph. iv. 21) 
notices both readings, but rejects 
etx ; 80 Basil and Jer. probably 
following him ; and it is said to have 
been omitted in the Naz. Gosp. (Teate 
€voxXos 
éor. T. Kpioes must have a meaning 
analogous to that in v. 21; anger, 
like murder, is a crime. Orig.’ 
(on Jos. ix. 3) represents the words 
by ‘homicida est’; and 1 Jo, iii. 15 
is perhaps an interpretation of them. 
But since no civil court can take 
cognisance of angry thoughts or 
feelings (‘cogitationis poenam nemo 
patitur’), 7) kpiovs here means judg- 
ment.at God’s hands. Cf. Jer. Baba 
K. v. 2, ‘absolved from the judgment 
of men, but guilty in the judgment of 
Heaven.’ 

ds & dv efry xtd.] The Lord 
passes from feelings to words. paxd 
is probably the Aram. NP (abbrev. 
form jp"), ‘empty’; cf. Jam. ii. 20. 
A plur. 89, without the diphthong, 
is cited by Dalman (Gr. 138 n). 
On the v.l. payd see td. 304 n. 
As an expression of contempt it is 
not infrequent in Jewish writings 
(see reff. in Lightfoot, Hor. Heb., and 
Allen (ad loc.)). Aug., indeed, was 
told by a Jew that it had no meaning, 
but was an angry interjection ; and 
Chrys. explains it as a haughty mode 
of addressing an inferior (cf. Engl. 
‘Sirrah’); but both can be rejected. 
It is here treated as expressive of 
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‘Paka, 

23 @voyos gota’ eis tiv yéevvay Tov Tupos. 
pépus 


abuse so gross or libellous as to be 
actionable. 1@ cvvedpin: hebraized 
as}"1973D. Probably not the supreme 
court at Jerusalem, but the local court 
of discipline (Jos. Ant. Iv. vill. 14; 
ef. Mt. x. 17=Mk. xiii. 9), which 
met in the synagogue (gee Hatch, 
Organization, 58); % vet.pesh render 
when (=cvvaywy7). In Sanh. 
i. 6 an inferior Sanhedrin (730P “D) 
is mentioned, consisting of thirteen 
persons; such a court, in every town 
with a population above 120 [or 
230], was competent to deal even 
with capital charges (zd. 4). See 
Schiirer, HJP. m1. i. 153 f.; and for 
an account of the word. cvvedp.oy, 
id. 169 f.; it was not a governing 
body, but a court of judgment. 

ds 8 av eiry Mwpé] ‘Fool’; 
XL fatue (cf. v. 13 note). The Gk. 
word was adopted in the Midra- 
shim (Neubauer, Stud. Oxon., 1885, 
p. 55, Levy, NHebWorterb.), and 
may have passed into Aram. by the 
time of Jesus. It hardly differs in 
meaning from faxd, and was probably 
intended to be its equivalent (see 
below). It occurs in the Gospels only 
in Mt’ eis rHv yéevvay, to the extent 
of G., describes the greatness of the 
‘punishment due ; cf. Ezra vii. 26. 

For 7. yéevay 7. mupds ef. xviii. 
g. ‘Gehenna’ (037) °4, ‘the valley 
of Hinnom’) was a ravine on the W. 
of Jerusalem, the supposed site of the 
fire-worship of Molech introduced by 
Ahaz, and later the place where the 
offal of the city was burnt; hence it 
became a symbol of the place of future 
punishment. See further Swete on 
Mk. ix. 43, and Volz, Jud, Esch. 
288-292; and on the form of the 
word, Dalman, Gr. 146. - For fire 


[Vii22 


a he 
&oxyos ota 7H arvedpip’ bs 8 dv city Mope, 


édy ovv mpoc- 


7) dapdv cov éml 7d Ovaractipiov KaKei pvnoOhs 


as a symbol of final punishment see 
lil. 10 note. 

The verse has been variously ex- 
plained. It is usual to see in it an 
ascending scale of wickedness, with a 
corresponding scale of punishment, 
ae. angry feelings are punishable by 
the local court (kpiows), raka by the 
supreme court (rvvédpiov), and more 
by God (yéevva). But the above 
notes shew that this is improbable ; 
others, equally improbable, are 
mentioned by Allen. The best yet 
offered is that of Peters (JBL., 1892, 
131 f.) and Bacon (Serm. on the Mt.), 
ae. that both v 21 and the raka 
sentence (v. 22 b) contain the current 
Jewish teaching, to each of which 
Jesus opposes His own teaching in 
v. 22a and the mdre sentence (v. 22 ¢) 
respectively. The Rabbis say that 
murder is liable to judgment, but I 
say that anger, its equivalent, is 
liable to (divine) judgment. And 
(the Rabbis say that) abusive language 
such as raka is punishable by the 
local court, but I say that abusive 
language such as mdre, its equivalent, 
is punishable by the fire of Gehenna. 


23-26. Two illustrations of the 
above principle (v. 23 f£.; v 25 f= 
Lk. xii. 58 f.). 

23. €dv ody mpoodéepys KTA.] The 
lay worshipper brought his gift, 
whether an animal or otherwise, to 
the inner court of the temple, in 
which the altar stood. Into this he 
might enter only ‘when it was 
necessary for the purpose of laying 
on of hands, or for slaughtering, or 
waving’ (Schiirer, HJP. m1. i. 284). 
exe Te Kata cov: cf. Apoc. ii. 4, 
14, 20. It is implied that the 
offerer has been in the wrong; con- 


V. 26] 
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ef i / a a na 
OTe 0 adeApos cou eyes TL Kata cod, ades exel Td SHpdv 24 
4 a a 
gov éumpocbev tov Ovovacrnpiov, kal Uraye mpatov Siad- 
/ Lal a 
AaynOc Te adekdG cov, Kal tote eAMav Tpdcdepe TO 


Oapov cov. 


x fA} > fal a bd / \ 
iat evvooy te avtidikm cov tayd 
4 2 > n a y A a 

ei peT avTod év TH 00@, ur} ToTé oe Tapad@ Oo 


v4 4 
&ws OToU 25 
avrl8iKxos 


T® KplLTH, Kal 0 KpLTHS TH Urnpéry, Kal eis dudrdaxyv BXn- 
Ojon’ apynv rAéywo cor, od pr €FEAOnS eKxebev Ews dv 26 


trast Mk. xi. 25. For the thought 
ef. Barn. xix. 12, od mpoon€es ert 
TpOTEvynv Ev TvvELojoer TOVNPG. 

24. mpwtov SiadAdynO ktr.] The 
verb (here only in the N.T.) occurs 
in Jud. xix. 3 (A), 1 Regn. xxix. 4, 
I Esd. iv. 31; a 2nd cent. papyr. 
(BU. iii. 846) has Svaddynti por. 
‘In the N.T. xatadddooev, -dayy 
(Rom., 1, 2 Cor.), and dmroxatad- 
Adooew (Eph., Col.) denote, as here, 
the reconciling of the sinner to him 
that is sinned against, not vice versa. 
For a Rabb. parallel, Midr. Yanch. 
ili. 7 a, see Schechter, Some aspects 
of Rabb. Theol. 228. The details of 
the passage obviously cannot be 
pressed. The offended brother, as 
Aug. says, might have travelled far, 
even beyond the seas. The scenery 
is incidental to the main thought. 
(Cf. the similar injunction in Tos. 
Baba K. x. 18, quoted by Abrahams, 


Camb. Bibl. Ess. 189.) Since, how- - 


ever, the scenery is placed in Jeru- 
salem, and Galileans would seldom 
be able to bring a gift to the temple 
in person (see Schiirer, HJP. 11 i. 
275), it is possible that vv. 23 f. 
originally stood in another context, 
and were spoken in Judaea. That 
they are an altered form of Mk. xi. 
25 is improbable. 

25. ic@t edvoav KrrX.] On ios 
with a participle see Moulton, i. 
226f. evvoety (class.) is rare in bibl. 
Gk.: Dan. ii. 43 (UXx.), 3 Mac. vii. 
1i, and see Field, Hexapla, on Gen. 
xxxiv. 15. It is strange, however, 


that the offending party should be 
exhorted to ‘be favourably minded’ 
towards his opponent. Lk. has dds 
épyaciay arnAAdxOar dm’ aidtov 
(‘to be quit of him’); and since the 
cause of complaint, as ‘the last 
quadrans’ (v. 26) shews, is an unpaid 
debt, edvodv may have arisen from a 
mistaken rendering of DY (‘pay 
back’), as though it meant ‘make 
peace.” avridixos is probably the 
injured party (so Chrys., Jer.) ; in Oz. 
Pap. i. 37 it means ‘defendant,’ Some 
explain it as God (gee Allen) ; early 
writers understood it of the Law 
(Orig., Theoph., Aug.), or the devil 


(Clem. Al.), See below. The words 
€ws . . . TH 60 emphasize tayd: 


‘at once, before you and he reach the 
presence of the Judge’  wtmnpérns 
(Lk. rpdxrwp) is an inferior official 
in attendance upon a superior (xxvi. 
Bish, dios sb Ss 7S th Baybee, Bey 
Ac. v. 22, 26). Each local sanhedrin 
had two such, who were Levites in 
attendance as police (Jos. Ant. Iv. 
viii, 14); they are called OMY in 
Sanh. 16 b. 

26, apiy A€yw cou KTA.] A 
picture of inevitable punishment ; 
ef, xvill. 30, 34. Kodpdvrys, quadrans, 
is a latinism which passed into late 
Heb. as DOI'TP (Jer. Kidd. 12a). It 
was } as (doodprov, x. 29), ¢ 3 
farthing. Plut.has the form xovadpav- 
tys. Lk. has Aerrov (Heb. NO75), 
which was 4 quadrans (cf. Mk. xii. 
42). See HDB. iii. 426a. On ov 
pa see Moulton, i. 191. 


64 THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


27 aT0b@s TOV éaYATOV 


28 éppéOn OY morxeyceic. 


KoOpavTny. 
"Eyao 66 Aéyo dpiv bte Tas Oo BXE- 


[v. 27 


"Heovoatre éte 


a n \ 
Tov yuvaika pos TO érOuphoar adtiy Hon éwolyevoev 


A ig > a 
29auTHV év TH Kapdia avTod. 


It is probable that vv. 25 f are 


not intended to be, in the main, © 


allegorical. Commentators have 
varied in their interpretation of the 
details; and Lk’s version differs 
somewhat from Mt’s in mentioning 
an dpxov (?=dpxirvvdywyos, see 
Mt. ix. 18 note) as well as a kpiras. 
The verses can, in the first instance, 
be understood literally : ‘ Put matters 
right while you can with anyone to 
whom you are in debt, before he 
hands you over to the synagogue 
authorities for judgment and punish- 
ment. But the solemn dpijv Acyw 
cot indicates that, though the details 
need not be allegorized, deeper 
thoughts underlie the words. The 
day of judgment is near (as Lk.’s 
context expresses), when the unpaid 
creditor will be able to claim divine 
justice. The literal and the meta- 
phorical are inextricably combined. 
They are more distinctly separated, 
but with a similar thought, in xviii. 
34 f., Lk. xviii. 2-8 a. 


27, 28. Thow shalt not commit 
Adultery. 

27. On the varieties of order in 
which the commandments of the 
Decalogue occur in Jewish and 
Christian literature see the writer’s 
Exodus, 119. 

28. ey d€ xtA.] The Lord takes 
the same attitude as in v. 21 f.: the 
Rabbis had legislated only for actions, 
not for thoughts. pds 7d érOup, 
is not strictly final (Greg. Nyss., 
Chrys., Isid.), but expresses the result 
or tendency (Moulton, i. 218 ff); 
‘whosoever seeth a woman and 
longeth for her’ (% sin.cur), ‘The 
unclass. acc, avtyv is in accordance 


et 6€ 6 6fOarpds cov o Sektos 


with Ex.:xx, 17; ef. Sir. 1. 26 [33], 
xl 22. 78n €uoixevoev: ipso facto, 
before the thought has led to overt 
action. The teaching is higher than 
that of the tenth commandment, 
which deals only with the desire to 
possess another’s property (see the 
writer's Hxodus, ad loc.). A nearer 
approach to the Lord’s standard is 
seen in Job xxxi. 1,-7, 9, Sir. 1x. 5, 
QO; Xxiil, 4) Xxviq 9; Jubileax ae 
‘Let them not commit fornication 
with her after their eyes and their 
heart.’ Similar utterances occur in 
Rabb. writings; see Lightfoot, Hor. 
Heb. ad loc. 


29, 30. The right eye and hand. 

The passage is similar to xviii. 8 f. 
(= Mk+ix. 43-47), where hand, foot, 
and eye are spoken of. There it 


occurs in a collection of sayings ~ 


about oxdvéada, here an appropriate 
sequence of thought is formed by 
omitting the ‘foot’: ‘rather than 
yield yourselves to lust, to which 
eye or hand may tempt you, lose the 
best member that you have.’ 

29. et 5€ 6 dfOadpods xtA.] The 
right eye is not more valuable than 
the left ; it-is an assimilation to 4 
deEud (v. 30), but it emphasizes the 
self-sacrifice ; ‘quod in nobis optimum 
est’ (Jer.). i with’ indic. (ef. xviii. 
8 f.) assumes an actual fact, éav 
oxavoadion (Mk.) a possible con- 
tingency ; cf. édv mpordepys (v. 23). 


oKavdahifew (Vg. scandalizare, A.V.. - 


‘offend’ from Tyndale) seems to be 
confined to bibl. and eccles. writers, 
and is always (like oxavdadov, see 
xiii, 41 note) used in an ethical 
sense ; cf. Dan. xi. 41 (LXX.)=?WD3, 
Sir. ix. 5, xxiii. 8, xxxv. 15 [xxxii. 


Se ee Ce ws 
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/ BA \ \ lol 
oxavoariver oe, eedXe adtov Kal Bdre amd cod, oumpépet 
/ A > / aA a a 
yap cou wa amodnta, ev THY weX@v cov Kal ju) SOV TO 


lal / lad > / 
caua cov Bryn els yéevvav' 
t y A 
oxavdarive. oe, éxxoov aitiy Kal Bdre amd cod, 
A 2 . 2 / lal fal 
gpepes yap cou iva amodntas sv TOV pedOv cov Kal pi) 


kal ef 1 Seid cou xelp 30 


oup- 
OXOoV 


29 PAnbn] aredOn D [om. v. 30] L abedg'h [k om.verd] Ssin [om. v. 30]. 


cur me 


19|=Wpin, Pss. Sol. xvi. 7, and in 
Aq, Sym. fede... dd cot (so 
Xviii. 9) expands Mk.’s €xBade airov. 
Cf. Heliod. ii, 84, tov dfOadpov 
efeike tov SeEidv. The eye is the 
very member which should preserve 
. one from stumbling (cf. the thought 
in v. 13, vi. 23), instead of being a 
stumbling-block. Several patr. writers 
interpret eye and hand as close 
friends or relations who must be ex- 
communicated if they cause offence. 

ovppéper yap xtX.] The spiritual 
teaching is couched in popular Jewish 
language which implies the punish- 
ment of the material body in Gehenna 
(ef. x. 28). This is expressed even 
more vividly in xviii. 8 f, where the 
possibility is also pictured of entering 
into life maimed or lame. cuvp- 
epee (xviii. 6, xix. 10), and its 
equivalent kaddév eotwy (xviii, 8 f, 
xxvi. 24), correspond with the Rabb. 
m5 mio, On the use of iva see Blass, 
§ 69. 5. For the passive BAnOy 
v. 30 has daréAOy (more Aram., cf. viii. 
12 note), which may be the true 
reading here; the former is used in 
xviii. 8 f., where the parallel in Mk. 
has both. On ‘Gehenna’ see v. 22. 
30. kal ef 4 Sefid xtTXA.] The 
omission of the verse in D % sin was 
probably due to homoeoteleuton, not 
to the idea that the hand cannot be 
an instrument of lust (Wellh.). Eye 
and hand are figurative of all occasions 
of sin; cf. xix. 12. The sin itself 
comes from the heart (xv. 19). For 
a Jewish parallel see Lightfoot, Hor. 


Heb. eis yéevvav daeAOeiv (cf. xxv. 
46) is the opposite of efreAGeiv eis 
Thy BactAciav (vy. 20, vii. 21, xviii. 
3, 8 f, xix. 23), THv wy (xix. 17), 
THv xapay Tod Kupéov (xxv. 21, 23). 


31, 32. (LK. xvi. 18.) Divorce, 
Cf. Mt. xix. 9, Mk. x. 11, 12. 


These passages contain four state- 
ments on the subject: (a2) The man 
who divorces his wife [except for 
fornication (Mt.)], and marries 
another, commits adultery (ch. xix., 
Mk, Lk). (6) The woman who 
divorces her husband, and marries 
another, commits adultery (Mk.). 
(c) The man who marries a divorced 
woman commits adultery (here, Lk.). 
(d) The man who divorces his wife 
[apart from fornication] causes her 
to commit adultery (here) Mt. 
(xix. 9) adopts (a) from Mk. (who 


-was possibly influenced by Q); but 


he omits (6), probably because the 
divorce of a husband by the wife 
was a novel and alien custom, per- 
mitted by Roman law, but repugnant 
to Jewish feeling; see Jos, Ant. xv. 
vii. 10 (Salome), xvitt. v. 4 (Herodias). 
Since Lk. xvi. 18 follows the saying 
about the permanence of the Law 
(notice Kepéa), which stands at the 
head of the section to which Mt. v. 
31 f. belongs, it is possible that Lk. 
drew (a) not from Mk, but from Q, 


‘which also contained (c) and probably 


(d). The Lord may, of course, have 
delivered more than one utterance 
on divorce. 
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coya cov els yéevvay amédOy. 
32°Oc &Nn dTrOAYCH THN FYNATKA AYTOY, ADT AYTH ATTOCTACION. 
aTo\vav Thy yvvaika avTod 


PViegt 


"EppéOn 5é 
"Ey 


A a Nae 
TApEeKTOS AOYOU TopvElas Trovel adTHY poLyevOnvaL, Kal OS 


32 mas o arodvwy] NBL al minn.nonn &| cf ff g?1mvg % pesh.hel.pal arm 
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31. éppéOn S€] The change in the 
formula suggests that the passage was 
not originally part of the sermon. 

os dv kTA.] In Dt. xxiv. 1-3 it 
is laid down that if a man gives to 
his wife a writ of divorcement because 
of some doxnpov mpayya, and if 
another man marries her and (be- 
cause he hates her) gives her a writ 
of divorcement and [Heb. or] dies, 
the former husband may not take 
her again to be his wife (see Driver 
ad loc.). This, as Aug. recognizes, 
is not a law prescribing divorce, but 
merely a restriction laid upon a 
custom that is taken for granted. 
But on the strength of the passage, 
divorce was frequently practised on 
the most trivial pretexts (see on 
xix. 3). Os dy «tA. is perhaps a 
specimen of the manner in which 
the Rabbis paraphrased Deut.; the 
giving of the writ is represented as 
explicitly permitted (667). In xix. 
7 the Pharisees go further, and justify 
as a Mosaic command the divorce as 
well as the writ; tf oty Mwvons 
éveretAato (Mk. éméotpevev M.); 
On drodvon seei. 18 f. dmrorrdovov 
(ZL repudium) is an abbreviation of 
BiBAiov drocraciov (xix. 7, Mk. 
ne Ui Nh digs aah, “Gy es Sbfe) 
nn; so Vulg. here, libellum repudii. 
For its commercial use in papyri see 
M.-M. Vocab. s.v. 

32. éy® S€ xrd.] The Lord 
declares that, according to the true 
spirit of the divine Law, divorce is 
sinful; ‘plane Christus vetat divor- 
tium, Moyses vero permittit’ (Tert.). 


‘ethical need ; 


The v.l. ras 6 daodAvwv may be due 
to assimilation to Lk.; és av droAtoy 
might be due to v. 31, xix. 9, and 
Mk., but it has strong MS. support. 

mapekTos Adyou mopvelas] mapeK- 
Tos (=mAjv) is rare: Dt. i 36 
(Aq.), Lev. xxiii. 38 (another trans- 
lator; see Field), Test. Zeb. i. 4, 
Didach. vi. 1. This saving clause 
(cf. py emt mopveig, xix. 9) is absent 
from Mk. and Lk.; and S. Paul 
(1 Cor, vii. to f.) does not appear to 
recognize any exception. In Dt. 
Xxii. 22 adultery is punished, not by 
divorce but, by death; it did not come 
from the Lord’s lips. The Christian’ 
Church, with its authority to bind 
and loose (xvi. 19, xvili. 18), early 
made the exception to meet a pressing 
and since the need 
has not ceased, the exception is valid 
to-day. Jesus, who declared the near 
approach of the divine kingdom, con- 
stantly laid down principles without 
reference to any limitations which, 
the complexity of life now demands 
(see vv. 34, 38, 42, vii. 1). The re- 
marriage of either party can claim’ 
the authority neither of Jesus nor! 
the Church. Adyos mopveias may 
be equivalent to NYY 134, ‘a matter, 
of unchastity’ (see Allen), which isi 
a transposition of 1323 NYW (doynpov 
mpaypa) in Dt. xxiv. 1. For ropveta 
of the sin of a married woman cf. 
Hos. ii. 2 [4], 4 [6], Am. vii. 17, 
Sir. xxili. 23; but some take it to 
refer to the pre-nuptial unchastity 
of an engaged woman. See on! 
i, 18. 
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Tadw nKovoate 33 


er 2 LQ a ? / ) 2 , > a \ * 
OTL Eppe nH TOL apyatols OY ETTIOPKHCEIC, ATTOAWCEIC be TW) 


KYPf@ TOYC OpKOYc coy. 


movel avT. porxevOnvat KTA.] For 
the pass. cf. Lev. xx. 10, Sir. xxiii. 
23. Her re-marriage is assumed as 
certain, and her divorce has led her to 
it; but since divorce is sinful, and the 
first marriage still valid, the second 
union is also sinful. In xix. 4-8, 
Mk. x. 5-9 the condemnation of 
divorce is more fully expressed by 


reference to the divine act of creation. ~ 


The MS. evidence does not warrant 
the omission of kai 6s édv xrX., nor 
can the clause be due to harmonization 
with Lk. xvi. 18, which coincides 
with it only in a single word. On 
eay for ay see v. 19. 


33-37. Oaths. 


33. ovK émiopkyoes KTA.] Not 
a quotation, but a summary of the 
substance of such passages as Ex. xx. 
7, Lev. xix. 12, Num. xxx. 3 [Engl. 
2], Dt. xxxiii, 22-24; cf. Eccl. v. 
3 f. [Engl 4 f]. The words occur 
in the Didache (ii. 3). See J.-A. 
Robinson, Barnabas, Hermas and 
the Didache, against Harnack, Dve 
Aplehre u. d. jiid. beiden Wege, 
p. 58. énfep-Jiopxeivy occurs in 
‘I Esd. i. 48, Wisd. xiv. 28, Ox. Pap. 
i. 255. Of. 6 émiopxos (Zach. v. 3). 
drodécets, rare of fulfilling an oath, 
is derived from Dt. lc. ; elsewhere 
in the O.T. it is used with «dx7. 
The use of oaths and vows by the 
Jews, as by other Semites, was 
often indiscriminate and frivolous. 
Jewish casuistry reached its climax 
in the discussions as to their vali- 
dity; see xv. 5, xxiii..16-18. The 
subject is treated in Mishn. She- 
buoth, and see Philo, De spec. leg. 
ivi. 

34. eyo 8€ eyo spiv KrA.] 


"Eya® 5€ Ady tuiv pur) dudcar brws* 34 


The Lord does not deal with the 
observance of oaths; He does not 
abrogate the Law, but goes behind 
it by forbidding all oaths, ‘Evan- 
gelica veritas non recipit jura- 
mentum, cum omnis sermo fidelis 
pro jurejurando sit’ (Jer.). Cf. Sir. 
xxiii. 9 ff. yu) opudcas (aor.) is a 
prohibition for the future ; S. James 
(v. 12) has pa opviere, attacking 
a present evil (Moulton, i. 122-6); 
he also paraphrases dAws as pajre 
GAov tiva dpkov. The Lord does 
not mention possible limitations to 
the general principle (see v. 32 note). 
He did not necessarily countenance 
the high priest’s adjuration, although 
He replied to it (see xxvi. 63 f.). 
The Anabaptists and Quakers under- 
stood the prohibition to be absolute. 
On the other hand S. Paul uses 
solemn expressions of appeal to God, 
and even writes vi) Tiv tperepay 
kavdxynow (1 Cor. xv. 31) and 
evopki(w tas tov Kipiov (1 Thes. 
v. 27); and the argument of Heb. 
vi. 13-17 would have been im- 
possible had the author thought of 
oaths as sinful. The Lord un- 
doubtedly condemns angry or 
thoughtless oaths in ordinary con- 
versation, since He could not take 
a ‘secular’ view of anything in 
human life; any object by which a 
man can swear is so inseparable 
from God, that to swear by it is to 
swear by Him (vv. 34 b—36; ef xxiii. 
21 f.). But this seems, by implica- 
tion, to allow a reverent oath as a 
sacred act. See the 39th Article in 
the English Pr. Book. On the 
Essene abstinence from oaths, except 
at their initiation, see Jos. BJ. 1 
vili. 6 f. 
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> 
é€lS 
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/ 
pane 


: 7 A 0 LOe 6tt ov Stvacat piav Ttplya 
év Th Kepadrty cov doors, pb pix. 


37 AevKNVY ToLnoat 


pédasvav. 


/ lal 
éotw 6€ 6 Royos tyav 


Y \ \ A fel 
val val, ov ov To O€ TEpiccoy TovTwWY EK Tod TrOVNpOD 


pyre €v TH odpavp KxtrA.] ev= 
3 (cf. xxiii. 16-22). ‘Heaven’ is 
not here the Jewish periphrasis for 
the divine Name, but ‘the sky,’ 
the place where God dwells, as the 
néxt words shew. The ‘throne’ 
implies ‘Him that sitteth thereon’ 
(xxiii. 22), and therefore to swear by 
‘heaven’ is profanation. In Shebuoth 
iv. 13 it is said that to swear by the 
heavens and by the earth is not an 
oath that is binding upon witnesses. 

35. dre vrorddsov KTA.] A refer- 
en¢e, with the last clause, to Is. Ixvi. 
I (quoted in Ac. vii. 49); cf. Lam. il. 
1 (Zionis the ‘ footstool’). R. Gamaliel 
II. (a.D. 95) speaks of the temple as 
‘the footstool of God’s glory’ (Siphre 
43). For tromdduov cf. also Jam. ii. 
3, Ps. cix. [ex.] 1 (see"on Mt. xxii. 
44). It occurs in two papyri of the 
2nd cent. a.D. (Deissm. BSt. 223), 
and in Athenaeus (3rd cent.). 

pate eis “lepordAvpa xtr.] The 
change of preposition perhaps re- 
flects a Jewish custom alluded to in 
Tos. Nedar. i., that an oath ‘by Jeru- 
salem’ is nothing unless it is sworn 
‘towards J.’ On “lepooddvpa see ii. 
I. ore modus xtX. is a reference 
to Ps. xlvii. [xlviii.] 3. If throne 
and footstool imply the presence of 
God, no less does His own city ; it is 
that which makes it 9 dyia méXus 
(iv. 5). For péyas PBaovdcds, a 
title assumed by the Assyrian King 
(4 Regn. xviii. 19), cf. Ps. xciv. 
[xev.] 3, Tob. xiii. 15. 

(36. pate ev tH Kepadn KrTA.] 
‘By the life of thy head’ is an oath 
in Sanh. iii. 12. The head might 


be thought a man’s absolute posses- 
sion ; but God alone can so much as 
make a hair of it white or black, ze. 
make a man look old, or preserve 
the dark hair of his youth; cf. x. 
30. 

37. €otw S€ xtA.] If the mean- 
ing is ‘Let your speech be Yea, yea 
etc.’, the second vat and ov might 
be understood as adding emphasis to 
the first. But unnecessary emphasis 
is what the Lord condemns. In 
Sanh. 36a it is laid down that 
J] and N?, if said twice, are oaths. 
A possible rendering is ‘ But let your 
word Yea be [t.e. really mean] yea, 
your Nay [mean] nay” An oath is 
quite superfluous or is employed to 
give colour to an untruth. The 
words are so understood by S. James 
(v. 12): rw 8 tpyiv 7s Nal vai, 
kat 7d Od ov, and in references to 
Mt. in Just. Apol. i. 16, Clem. Hom. 
ili. 55, xix. 2; see also Clem.. Strom. ' 
v. 14, vii. 67, Epiph. Haer. xix. 6. 
Cf. Ruth Rabba, iii. 18, ‘with the 
righteous their Yea is yea, and their 
Nay nay.’ 

TO 68€ «repicody =Ktr.] ~~ For 
mepirodv =Aéov see Blass, § 11. 3, 
n. 4. €k T. Tovnpod éoriv ; ‘results 
from the evil’ that is in the world 
(Aug.). Oaths are the result of 
the untruthfulness of men. Or 7d 
tovnpov is the evil in a man’s heart 
(cf. xii. 35). Clem.AL, Greg. Nyss,, 
al. explain the adj. as masc., refer- 
ring to the devil (cf. 1 Jo. iii. 12); 
but the neuter is more probable, as 
in v. 39. 8S. James (l.c.) paraphrases 
iva ph bd kpiow méonte. With 


~ 
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éppeOn "OmOadMON anti 38 
"Eya 88 rAéyo Bpiv 39 


7) dvroarivat T@ Tovnp@e* GAN Goris cE pamrites eis ™my 
SeEiav ovayova cou, otpeyrov avT@® Kal Tiv adv: Kal Te 40 
Bédovri cou KpiOjvar Kal Tov yiTdvd cov daBeiv, apes avT@ 


39 deftav] om D ¥, k codd. ap. Aug & sin.cur 


the whole passage cf. Secr. Enoch 
xlix. 1 (quoted by Allen), and 
Morfill and Charles’ note ad loc., 
where passages from Philo are quoted. 


38-42. (Lk. vi.29f.) Retaliation. 
Lk. has no parallels to vv. 38, 39 a, 
41. 

38. opOarpov xtr.] The quota- 
tion is found in Ex. xxi. 24, Dt. xix. 

, Ley. xxiv. 20. The two latter 
are elliptical, the accus., as here, 
being governed by no verb; Ex. has 
duce. The law of the jus talionis, 
like that of divorce (see v. 31), was 
restrictive rather than permissive ; 
it limited revenge by fixing an exact 
compensation for an injury. Celsus’ 
question rérepov Mwiions 7) “Inoovs 
Yevderar; is quite unwarranted. 
_ In the Mishna (Baba K. viii. 1 ff.) 
a money payment is taken for 
granted, instead of eye, tooth etc, 
and this had doubtless become the 
custom before the time of Jesus. 
But the words embody a principle, 
_born of a sense of justice, which He 
did not abrogate, but behind which 
He penetrated. His disciples are to 
be so free of self that they do not 
even desire human justice. He 
‘fulfils’ the axpiBeia of the Law by 
the érveuxeia of the Gospel (cf. Rom. 
xii. 19). As before, He teaches the 
principle, without limitations (see v, 
32 note), by means of concrete in- 
stances (see Wendt, The Teaching of 
Jesus, 130-4); .and if modern 
Christians took His words ad literam, 
they would be doing precisely what He 
deprecates: they would be exalting 


the letter at the expense of the 
principle. To decline legal justice 
would often involve injustice to 
others; S. Paul did not scruple to 
appeal to-it (Ac. xvi. 37, xxiv. 
10-21, xxv. 8-12). For class. in- 
junctions of patience under injuries 
see Heinrici, Bevtrdge, iii. 47 f. 

39 a eyo b€ eyo KTA.] TH 
tovnp® is not ‘the wicked man’ 
(‘an evil man,’ Wicl.), which would 
require dv@pw7y, still less the devil 
(contrast Jam. iv. 7) working through 
man (Chrys.); the adj., as in v. 37, 
is neuter, The evil in the world 
can shew itself in malice as well as 
in untruthfulness. 

39 b. GAN Goris KTXrX.] The 
following injunctions are arranged 
in an anticlimax: acts of violence 
(v. 39 b), legal proceedings (v. 40), 
official demands (v. 41), simple re- 
quests (v. 42). The nom. pend. darts 
(cf. v. 41)=Aram. 2; Lk. has the 
better Gk. r@ timrovtTs, as Mt. in 
v. 42 (ro airotvyt.). For pamiferv 
ef, xxvi. 68, Hos. xi. 4. The Lord 
Himself suffered fauriopara (Mk. 
hse OS; dO, sath, 22, sabe 28 Gk 
Ts. 1. 6), but in Jo. xviii. 22 He is 
recorded to have uttered a protest. 
de£udv (om. in Lk., and see Appar.) 
has not the same force as in v. 29 f. ; 
it may be due merely to the natural 
tendency to mention the right side 
before the left. See, however, a 
suggestion in Expos. Jan. 1914, 89. 

4o. Kat TO Oédovre xtA.] After 
this dat. the air@ is superfluous (see 
Moulton, i, 69, 225). 6 QGédwv 
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Aug 


(D, as in xvii. 9, 14) followed by 
avt@ in the Hebraic manner, is 
possibly the true reading. Lk. 
hardly improves the grammar: amd 
TOU aipovros . py Kwdtons. 
For the construction cou xpiOnvat 
ef. Job ix. 3, xiii. 19, Eur. Med. 
609. Lk., omitting the reference 
to a law-suit, seems to describe an 
act of violent robbery, mentioning 
the outer cloak (iudérvov) first because 
the robber would seize it first. In 
Mt., when the yirav is demanded at 
law, the more valuable tudriov is 
to be surrendered also. Cf. Diog. 
- Laert. vi. 6, Acoyéves xitava ai- 
TovvTs mTvEas mpocétake Goipwatiov, 
For the view that the transposition 
is due to Mt. see Oxf. Stud. 154. 

41. k. dor. oe dyyapetoet KTA.] 
Vg. angartavertt. The word is of 
Persian origin, dyyapou. (perhaps 
cognate with dyyedo.) being the 
mounted messengers of the Persian 
King (Herod. viii. 98; cf. Xen. Cyr. 
VIII. vi. 17). But as early as the 
3rd cent. B.c. the verb occurs twice 
in an Egypt. papyrus with reference 
to a boat for postal service in Egypt 
(Deissm. BSt, 86 f., M.-M. Vocab, s.v.). 
It is also found in an Egypt. inscrip- 
tion of A.D. 49, and in Menander, Sic. 
iv. In Jos. (Ant. x1It. ii. 3) it occurs 
in the offer made by Demetrius to 
Jonathan that the animals of the 
Jews should not be ‘impressed’ for 
his service. Its use in the N.T. 
(cf. xxvii. 32=Mk. xv. 21) shews 
that it had acquired, in the rst cent., 
the popular meaning of enforced 
service of any kind. On the form 


évyapevery, a vl. here and in Mk. 
lc, see Deissmann, op. cit. 182. 
The subst. -peia appears in Jewish 
writings as NIN (Dalman, Gr. 
147).  pidcov, only here in the 
N.T., is the Lat. miliwm; it was 
adopted by the Jews (in the form 
by, so $ vet.pesh here), and by late 
Gk. writers. The reading ere aAAa 
dvo has strong early support, and is 
perhaps genuine; scribes would be 
less likely to add a mile without 
reason, than to subtract one for the 
sake of parallelism with the two 
cheeks and two garments. ; 


42. tT) aitovyti ce xtd.] The 
aor. dds and dmroorpadpys picture 
single scenes; neither beggar nor 
borrower is to be refused. Lk. gives _ 
a general maxim ($/dov and dmairer) 
in which the vague Tot aipovtos Ta 
oa, takes the place of the formal act 
of borrowing. The alliteration which 
some have noticed in Lk’s airotyte 
. .. Gaiters can hardly be other 
thanaccidental. For droorpeper Bat 
with acc. cf. Heb, xii, 25, 2 Tim. 
i. 15, Tit. i. 14. This is one of the 
clearest instances of the necessity of 
accepting the spirit and not the 
letter of the Lord’s moral commands 
(see vv. 32, 34, 38). Not only does 
indiscriminate almsgiving do little 
but injury to society, but the words 
must embrace far more than alms- 
giving; ‘si de eleemosuna tantum 
dictum intelligimus, in plerisque 
pauperibus hoc stare non potest; 
sed et divites si semper dederint, 
semper dare non poterunt’ (Jer.), 
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éppé0n Arattdceic TON TAHC{ON coy Kab puoncers TOV ey Opov 
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43-48. (Lk. vi. 27 f, 32-36.) 


Thow shalt love thy neighbour. Lk. 
has no parallel to v. 43. 
43. dyamjoces «tX.] The first 


four words are quoted from Lev. 
xix. 18, where wAnociov means a 
‘fellow-Israelite,’ being parallel with 
‘the children of thy people, and in the 
preceding verse with ‘thy brother.’ 
Cf. Secr. Enoch 1. 4: ‘when you 
might have vengeance do not repay, 
_ either your neighbour or your enemy.’ 
The whole clause in Lev., with as 
ceavtTov, is quoted in Mt. xix. 19, 


xxii, 39, Rom. xiii. 9, Gal. v. 14, 


Jam. ii. 8. On ‘love’ see x. 37. 

The remainder of the verse is an 
inference which the Rabbis might 
draw from such passages:as Dt. xxiii. 
4-7 [Engl]. 3-6]; cf. Tac. Hist. v. 5, 
‘apud ipsos fides obstinata, miseri- 
cordia in promptu, sed adversus omnes 
alios hostile odium.’ The Law drew 
a distinction between Israelites and 
non-Israelites, which, however, was 
far from constituting a command to 
‘hate’ enemies; the verb probably 
has a comparative sense (see vil. 24 
note), But the Lord goes behind it, 
and sweeps away all distinctions ; 
ef. Lk. x. 29-37. The teaching of 
the Talmud, as a whole, hardly goes 
beyond that of the present verse: it 
enjoins patience under injuries, 
kind treatment of others in order to 
receive an equivalent, love of pros- 
elytes and of those who are well 
disposed towards the Law; but of 
love to enemies it says nothing. 
See Bischoff, Jesu u. d. Rabb. 63-6, 
and a good article by Kleinert in 
ThStKrit., 1913, 1-30. 


44. éyo S& A€yw tyiv xrtA.] 


Lk. has ddAd tyiv Aeyw ois 
aKovovctv, and adds two injunctions, 
‘do good to them that hate you,’ 
and ‘bless them that curse you’; 
for Siwxkdvrwy he has the more 
literary érypiafdvtwy, which is 
added here in some MSS., with Lk.’s ~ 
other injunctions. The form ‘Pray 
for your enemies, love them which 
hate you’ was current at an early 
date; cf. Just. Apol. i. 15, Dial. 
133, Didache i. 3. kal mporedxer Ge 


ktX.; ‘Verbum enim Dei... ipse 
hoc fecit in cruce’ (Iren.). Jer. 
finely says ‘sciendum est ergo 


Christum non impossibilia praecipere 
sed. perfecta.’ 

45. Orws yévnoGe xtX.] Sons are 
those who partake of their Father's 
character (cf. v..9 note). On Tov év 
ovpavois see v. 16. For tov matpds 
kTA. Lk. has tyiorov (not in Mt. ; 
Mk.*, Lk. Ac.’), perhaps with Ps. 
Ixxxi. [lxxxii.] 6 in mind (Dalman) ; 
but Sir. iv. 10 is a closer parallel. 

ért Tov HALov KTA.]: The thought 
is found in several Gk. and Lat. 
writers (see Wetstein, ad loc.). If 
God sent earthly gifts to His friends 
and withheld them from His enemies 
(in the spirit of v. 43), the natural 
world would be a chaos; in so far as 
His sons fall short of His nature, 
the spiritual world is a chaos. Con- 
trast Targ. Eccl. xi. 3, ‘If the clouds 
are filled with rain, on the earth 
they pour their waters on account 
of the purity of the righteous; but 
if there is none pure in that genera- 
tion, upon the sea and the wilderness 
they come down, that men may not 
be gratified by them.’ The same 
spirit is seen in the Talmud, though 
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46 Kal adiKous. 
te \ yy 
tiva pucOov éxere ; 
47 OW ; 
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cay yap ayamynonte Tovs ayaravTas Upas, 
fal \ 

ovyxl Kal-oi Tedd@vat TO avTO ToLOd- 

\ 1 SGN, / f, 

Kal €av aomdonobe Tovs adedpovs Luo povoy, Ti 


n e \ \ > \ nr 3 
Tepiacov Toveire; ovxt Kal ot €OyiKol TO avTO ToLovow, ; 


there are passages which speak of 
God sending rain in mercy upon the 
wicked (see Bischoff, op. cit. 67). 
avatéAXew is used elsewhere in- 
transitively of the sun ‘rising’; 
transitively only of the production 
of plants by the earth (Gen. iil. 18, 
Dt. xxix. 23 [22]), and by God (Pss. 
Sol. xi. 7; cf Is dxicr1), “The Heb: 
root M'D¥, which it represents in the 
LXx., can in Aram. mean also ‘to 
shine’; the Lord may have referred, 
therefore, not to sunrise but to sun- 
shine generally (émuAdumre, Clem. 
Al. 4, Excerpt. Theod. ix. 3). - Bpéxeu 
is a late word, transitive, as here, in 
Crjieaohe, Wii, Idee ibe Bep lec, Iboeaht 
. [Ixxviii.] 24, al. intrans. in Jam. v. 
17, Apoc, xi. 6. The chiasmus 
tovnpovs, ayabots—dixaiovs, adikovs 
is a Gk, artifice, perhaps an expan- 
sion of the original. For the illustra- 
tion from Nature Lk. has simply 
dtu aitos xpyotds éotiv él Tods 
dxapictous Kat movnpovs. 

46. €av yap dyamnonte kTA.] The 
divine reward which is missed by 
those who love only their friends is 
defined in wv. 45, 48—the attain- 
ment of the Father’s character (see ». 
g note). Lk. expresses this more 
clearly: Kat état 6 pucOds dvpov 
moAvs, kat eveoOe viol tWiorov. For 
tiva pur Ody éxere ; he has rola tyiv 
xdpis eoriv; (xdpis Lk. Ac; not 
in Mt, Mk). Just. (Apol. i. 15): 
ti Kawov moveite ; is possibly derived 
from an older text. A confusion 
between Aram. NNN (‘new’) and 
NTDN (= xdprs) is improbable. 

ovxl Kk. of TeA@vae KTA.] Lk. of 
dpaptwAot, and in his two following 


verses (see Mt. ix. ro note). The 
teAovat (‘customs officers’) were not 
publicant (Vulg.; hence Engl. ‘public- 
ans’): the latter were mostly Romans 
of equestrian rank, while the reA@vau 
were subordinate officials, mostly 
Jews, in their pay. The publecant 
leased the TéAn (ze. the customs on 
exports) of the several districts at a 
fixed sum, and made what profit they 
could, which led their underlings to 
exercise gross oppression. For this 
reason, and because they took money 
for an alien power, they were con- 
sidered by the Jews as outcasts of 
society. See further Schiirer, HJP, 


I. ll, 66—71, and Swete on Mk, ii. 


15. teAdvys is coupled with eOvixds 
(xviii. 17), Guaptwdrof (ix. Io and 
elsewhere), and mépvae (xxi. 31 f.). 
47. Kal édv domdonode kTri.] A 
salute is a smaller matter than love ; 
Lk. has dyaforounre. The omission 
of the verse in 3, k S sin is probably 
due to homoeoteleuton. mepioodv 
(only v. 37 in the synn.): ‘more,’ sc. 
than the world, and the Scribes and 
Pharisees (see v, 20). éOvixds (vi. 7, 
XVill. 17, 3 Jo. 7; -x@s Gal. ii. 14) 
is not-found again before Iren. (11. 
Xxv. 2), ‘ethnicorum quidam, If 
it means ‘Gentile’ adeAdoi means 
‘fellow-Jews’; but % vet.pesh have 
<1, which can mean either ‘ hypo- 
crites’ or ‘profane, godless persons’ 
(see the vl. in vi. 7); if this was the 
original word, it refers to the outcast 
Jews, the ‘sinners’ (so Lk. vi. 34), 
who are so often coupled with the 
teA@vat. (The lesser uncials read 
reAGvat here.) ddeAdoé will in that 
case mean ‘fellow religious Jews.’ 


; 
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48. eveorOe ody KrA.] Cf. Dt. xviii. 
13. The fut, as in Heb. or Aram., 
expresses a command (Vulg. estote) ; 
cf. vi. 5; see Blass, § 64. 3. ovv 
sums up the teaching of wv. 17-47: 
‘So then, ye are to be perfect’; cf. 
Vii, 12, 24, x. 32. tpets is emphatic, 


- in contrast with the reAdvac and 


éOvixoit, or with the Scribes and 
Pharisees (¥. 20). While éveo0e 
téevou may be a reference to Dt. 
L.c., the comparison with the divine 
character recalls Lev. xi. 44, xix. 2, 
where, however, the subject is the 
avoidance of unclean food, and other 
ritual requirements. For this nega- 
tive teAewrys there is offered the 
positive and spiritual ‘fulfilment’ of 
the Law taught throughout the 
chapter. Lk. has the simpler éveo Oe 
oixtippoves, which is perhaps nearer 
to the original. réAevos recurs in the 
Gospels in xix. 21 only (contrast Mk. 
x, 21, Lk. xviii. 22). On 6 ovpdvios 
see vi. 9b. A combination of Mt. 
and Lk. appears in Just. Apol. i. 15, 
Dial. 96 (see Bousset, Justin, 80—8 3). 


vi. 1-6, 16-18 (Mt. only). REAL 
RIGHTEOUSNESS AND PHARISAIC 
OstENTATION, with a DiGRESsION 
ON PRAYER (vv. 7-15). 

I. mpooéxete xTX.] A general 
warning, introductory to the section. 
The connecting 5¢, whether ‘and’ or 
‘but,’ is out of place, and the MS. 
evidence is against it. mpooéxete (sc. 
Tov vovv, which is never expressed in 
bibl. Gk.) takes inf. without pj in Ac. 


xx. 28; the negative force is usually 
expressed by dad in the N.T. The 
externality of Jewish ‘righteousness’ 
is expressed by the verb vroveiv, and 
the high place which almsgiving 
occupied in it is illustrated by the 
variants éAenpootvyy and ddouw. To 
give alms was beyond the letter of 
the Law, an opus supererogatum to 
which special merit attached. The 
thought is characteristic of Tobzt (see 
MOXA EL) eCia2 Cor 1x. Os Dans. 
iv. 24 (Theod.), The xx. (including 
Sir.) has é€Aenpootvy 17 times, and 
éXeos thrice, for 72T¥ or PT¥, and the 
Aram, XNPI¥ often has the same 
meaning (e.g. S vet.pesh have it in v. 
2). Clem. (Strom. viii. 69) describes 
Sixavoovvy as 7 €£is 1) peTadotiKy. 

To make one’s good deeds a 
Géarpov for an admiring audience (cf. 
Xxiii. 5) is to be a daroxpitas (vv. 2, 5, 
16). For class. parallels see Wetstein, 
ad loc. The thought is in sharp con- 
trast with that in v. 16, On the 
dat. atdrois see Blass, § 37. 4. For 
ei 6¢ punye (wy) after a negative cf. 
rox, 17) (OMI IS) (Clore seb ado) pat 
oceurs in the Lxx.° and in late class. 
Gk. Wellh. compares Aram. xdx0. 
pucOov ovk éxeTe anticipates vv. 2, 
5,16; good deeds cannot merit more 
than one reward; to gain it from 
men is to lose it from God. See on 
Vi 12, 


2-4. Almsgiving. 
2. dtav ovv kTA.] Almsgiving is 
not belittled ; it is assumed to be a 
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practice of the disciples. On zovety 
for moveioPat see Moulton, i. 159. 
The 2nd sing. alternates with the 
plur. (dpiv) as in vv. 6, 17; contrast 
v. 8. éAenpoctvy, a late word, is 
not used. specifically for ‘almsgiving’ 
earlier than B, Sira. There is per- 
haps a reference to the practice of 
sounding trumpets on the occasions 
of public fasting in times of drought. 
Services were held in the streets (cf. 
v. 5) to pray for rain, fasting was 
universal (cf. v. 16), and almsgiving 
was understood to be essential for 
the divine acceptance of the prayers 
(see Biichler, JThS, Jan. 1909, 
266 ff). If this is not the ex- 
planation, caAicys is metaphorical 
(Chrys., al.) like bucinare (k). Cf. 
Achilles Tat. viii, I0, on a crime 
committed td adAmiyys, Cic. ad 
Fam. XVI. xxi. 2, Juv. xiv. 152. Cyr. 
Al. and others assume that it was a 
Jewish custom to summon the poor 
by trumpets to receive alms. Leo 
(Serm. xv. 2) deprecates fasting with- 
out almsgiving, as ‘non tam purgatio 
animae quam carnis afflictio.’ 
trokpiTys (Mt.3, Mk.", Lk.3), an 
‘interpreter’ (of riddles or dreams) 
or an ‘actor,’ had no sinister force 
earlier than Polybius (see xxxv. 2). 
In the Gospels it represents Aram. and 
NH. 43, which can mean ‘ hypocriti- 
cal,’ ‘flattering’ (gee on v. 47), but 
in earlier Heb. means only ‘ profane,’ 
‘impious’; cf. Job xxxiv. 30, xxxvi. 
13 (Lxx., Ag., Sym., Th. troxpirys). 
In Pss, Sol. iv. 7, 25 tmrdxpicrs is 
a charge of profane impiety brought 
by the Pharisaic author against the 


worldly graecizing Sadducees. In 
Mt. the word is used, with stern 
irony, of the Pharisees, almost as a 
class designation, often with the 
force of ‘hypocrite’; cf. however 
xxiv. 51 with Lk. xii. 46. moovow 
is not 7. éAenuortvyny, but refers. to 
cadrions ; cf. domep ot €Ovixoé (v. 7). 
For the late word Avy (see Kennedy, 
Sources, 16) cf. Lk. xiv. 21, Ac. ix. 
II, xi. 10, Is. xv. 3. It occurs in 
Paris Pap. 51 (160 B.C.). 

érws SofacPaow xTA.] Another 
contrast with v.16. On dmv Aéyw 
tp. see v. 18. The dda received 
from men is a full quittance of the 
reward due to them (see on v. 1). 
For dméxew ef. Lk. vi. 24, Gen. 
xliii. 22 [23]; it occurs in papyri 
as a commercial formula of receipt ; 
droxy is ‘a receipt’ (Deissmann, 
Bible St. 229). And see Wilcken’s 
Ostraka, ii. passim. Cf. drodapBaverv 
(Lk. xvi. 25). 

3. pa) yverw xrtd.] For some 
curious explanations of this see 
Tholuck, Serm. on the Mt. 302. 
Lightfoot (Hor. Heb.) refers to certain 
ritual acts in which only the right 
hand might be used. But the words 
are merely figurative of secrecy. R. 
Eliasar (beg. of 2nd cent. A.D.) said 
‘He who giveth alms in secret is 
greater than Moses our teacher’ (Bab. 
Bath. 6 b). 

4. kal 6 wartyp gov KTA.] év 
T) KpuTT@ occurs only in v. 6, 
Rom. ii. 29, Sym. Ps. cxxxvilii. 
(cxxxix.] 15; cf. év xpurr@, Jo. vii. 
4, 10, xviii. 20, Theod., 2 Regn. xii. 
12. It is not found in the Lxx,, 
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[simzl. in v. 6] 


which wusually has év kpupy. The 
gloss é€v to davepp (see Appar.) 
expresses the true thought of the 
passage: the reward will be given 
in the coming Kingdom. With 6 
BAérwv év +. Kp. cf. Sotah 9 a, 
‘she does it in secret, but He who 
sits in the secret place, the most 
High, looks upon her.’ It is un- 
natural to take the second éy Tr. 
KpuTT@ With droddéce. Wellhausen 
refers to the construction “2 787 
_ (Aram. “1 NON), so that 7@ KpuTT@ 
might be the object of the verb. 


5, 6. Prayer. 

5. Ott gtAovow xrr.] For 
pAeiv c. inf. (a class, constr. only here 
in the N.T.) cf. Is. lvi. 10. Standing 
was the usual attitude in prayer (see 
Swete on Mk. xi. 25). If, therefore, 
the emphasis is on éoréres, it re- 
presents TioY, ‘ continue,’ ‘ persist,’ 
referring to the length of their 
prayers; if it is on the places 
where they pray, Jesus condemns 
their enjoyment of publicity. Prayer 
in the synagogue was uttered by 
one member of the congregation 


(the W3¥ movi), who ‘ passed in front 


of the chest [containing the rolls a 
the Law], «ae ‘led in prayer’ 
(Schiirer,; HJP. 1. ii. 67, 78 f.). It 
is perhaps to this public act that 
the Lord refers. For the practice 
of praying in the streets there is 
no Jewish evidence, except on the 
occasions of public fasts (see v. 2 note, 


Schiirer, HJP. 1. ii. 71f.). wAaretu 
is here synonymous with pin (v. 2) ; 
in Lk, xiv. 21 they are distinguished. 
gavaow [sc. mporevxdpevor] does 
not imply a pretence (cf. vv. 16, 18) ; 
it is equivalent to OcaPjvae (v. 1). 
On the last sentence see v, 2. 

6. eioeADe KrTA.] Apparently a 
reminiscence of Is, xxvi. 20: Padife, 
ads pov, eiveXOe eis TA Tapeid 
gov, améxrewov tiv Ovpav cov, 
drokptbn&, with the substitution 
of ‘pray’ for ‘hide’ For prayer 
in a chamber cf. 4 Regn. iv. 33, 
Dan. vi. 10, Tob. iii. 11. But the 
‘chamber’ is here figurative, as in 
xxiv. 26, Lk, xii. 3 (cf. Mt. x. 27), 
Eccl. x, 20. ‘The secret of religion 
is religion in secret.’. ‘Omnis rerum 
veritas est in abscondito’ (Bengel). 
domep ot broKpital py Toveite pndév, 
GAA peta maons aAnOeias ava- 
BAemere mpds Tov warépa Tdv dro- 
Kekpuppevoy ev Tols ovpavots (Grenf. 
and Hunt, New Sayings of Jesus, 18). 
On the form tapeiov (cf. xxiv. 26) 
see Thackeray (Gramm. 0.T. i. 63 f.). 
TO év TO KpuTT@: cf. v.18. Wellh. 
notes the ‘symmetrical tautology’ 
of the last two clauses, after the 
manner of the Heb. mashal or pro- 
verb; cf. vv. 19, 24, vii. 3 f, 7 f, 
17) Be 

7,.8. The wrong method of pray- 
ing. 

The sequel of vw 6 is v 16; 
Mt. here groups sayings on Prayer 
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from other contexts. These two 
verses condemn verbosity in prayer ; 
mpocevxopevor takes the place of 
dtav mpocedxynoGe’ (rporedxXy) in 
vv, 5 f., and there is no alternation, 
as in vv. 2 ff., 5, 16 ff, of plural 
and singular. 


7. mporevxdopevor S€ KTA.] Ex- 
cept in writers dependent upon Mt., 
BarraXoyety is unknown earlier than 
Simplicius (Comm. in EHpict. Enchir. 
XXvli.), ¢ 530 AD. Its derivation 
is doubtful. Some connect it with 
Bartrapifev ‘to stutter, hence to 
utter meaningless sounds; others 
with the Heb. N03 (Lev. v. 4, Ps. 
cvi. 33), ‘to speak thoughtlessly”’ <A 
fanciful derivation is from Bédrros, 
a Libyan king who stammered 
(Eust.). It perhaps connected with 
the Aram. 283 (battdl), ‘idle, use- 
less’ &sin renders ‘do not be 
saying idle things’ (< ); and 
in xii. 36 Scur uses the same 
word for dpyév. Hesych. Barodoyia, 
dpyoXdoyia. In that case it is a 
contraction of PBatraXo-Aoyely (as 
tdolatria of idolo-latria). Possibly 
it is an onomatopoeic like ‘ babble’ 
(Tynd.). D has BAatrodoyeiv: cf. 
blatero, blether. 3 multum loqut, 
multilogur esse, and ‘speke moche’ 
(Wycl.), make it equivalent to 
moAvAoyia, but the Lord speaks, in 
this clause, of quality, not of 
quantity. The mistaken rendering 
‘Use not vain repetitions’ (A.V., 
R.V.) is sometimes taken to forbid 
all repetitions in prayer; but Jesus 


Himself, at least on one occasion, 
‘prayed the third time, saying thesame 
thing again’ (xxvi. 44). On eOvixoi, 
and the wl. troxpirai, see Vv. 47. 
roAvXAoyta] Prov. x. 19. For the 
thought in prayer see Is. i 15, 
Sir. vii. 14. ‘Absit ab oratione 
multa locutio, sed non desit multa 
precatio’ (Aug. Hp. 130). 

8. ofdev ydp xtr.] Cf. v 32, 
Is. xv. 24. The Father knows, but 
because He is the Father His children 
must pray. ‘ Aliud est enim narrare 
ignoranti, aliud scientem petere’ 
(Jer.). .6 Oeds should probably be 
omitted (see Appar.); the expression 
“God your Father’ is not found else- 
where in the N.T. 


9-13. (Lk. xi. 2-4.) The Lord’s 
Prayer. 

Lk. has a shorter form, omitting 
(1) jpav 6 €v Tols ovpavois, (2) 
yenOirw .. . ext ys, (3) Kal pi 
eloeveykns .. . TOU movynpov, and 
he differs in the form of the petitions 
for bread and for forgiveness, He 
also relates that the Prayer was a 
response to the disciples’ request 
that Jesus would teach them to pray 
as John also taught his disciples. 
As regards the omission of clauses 
Lk’s form is probably nearer to the 
original ; he could not have omitted 
them had the longer form been 
known to him; and the tendency 
of liturgical formulas is towards en- 
richment rather than abbreviation. 

As would be expected from the 
lips of Jesus, the prayer is Jewish 
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in language and thought. Much of 
it is traceable to the O.T., but later 
Jewish writings supply some fairly 
close parallels. The Shemoneh-esreh 
(‘Highteen [Benedictions]’) is a collec- 
tion of Heb. prayers, which, though 
it did not reach its final form till 
after 70 A.D., existed in the main 
considerably earlier ; and Jesus may 
have known it. (For a translation 
see Schiirer, HJP. u. ii. 85-7.) 
In it occur the words ‘Thou art 
holy, and thy Name ts holy” ‘ For- 
give us, our Father, for we have 
sinned.’ The Aram. Kaddish begins 
‘Magnified and hallowed be His great 
Name; may His Kingdom reign, 
In the evening service, in the 
Authorized Daily Pr. Bk. of the 
Jews, occur the petitions ‘Our God 
who art in heaven, assert the unity 
of Thy Name, and establish Thy 
Kingdom continually’; and in the 
morning prayer (cf. Berak. 60 b) 
‘and cause us not to come... into 
the hands of temptation.’ 

The chief patr. writings on the 
Prayer, besides those which deal with 
the whole Sermon, are Tert. De Or. 
i-ix., Cypr. De Or. Dom., Orig. De 
Or, xviii—xxx., Greg. Nyss. De Or. 
Dom. See also Cyr. Catech. xxiii., 
Chromatius, in Mat. Tract, xiii. f, 
Chrys. Hom. in Or. Dom. Modern 
monographs are Bp. Chase, The 
Lords Prayer in the Early Church, 
Dibelius, Das Vaterunser, Loeschcke, 
Die Vaterunser-Erkliérung d. Theoph. 
v. Ant. (in Bonnwetsch and Seeberg’s 
Neue Stud.), Walther, Gesch. d. gr. 
Vaterunser-Exegese. On the use of the 
Prayer in the Liturgy see Scudamore, 
Not. Euch.? 580 f., 654 ff. 

ga. ovrws otv KTA.] A short 
summary of prayer is provided for 
the disciples, as a pattern (otrws) 


for other prayers, both in the form 
and balance of the whole, and in the 
subject of each petition. The later 
Jews also employed a summary (a 
}wD) in addition to the liturgical 
prayers (Lightfoot, Hor, Heb.). The 
sentence is probably due to Mt., who 
inserts the Prayer at this point, the 
emphatic tyels standing in contrast 
with the €@vixoi of v. 7. The 
Didache (viii.) transforms the sentence 
into a liturgical order: tpls tis 
Hpepas otw mpowedyeo Oe. 

gb. rarep tov xtXd,.] See v. 16 
note. Lk. has wérep only, which 
originates in NBN, ‘Abba,’ as also 6 
Trarnp and mdtep pov (see Burkitt, 
Ev. da Meph. ii. 47), and perhaps 
even wdtep yuov (Dalman, Words, 
192). In any case the plur. pronoun 
does not imply that Jesus stood in 
the same relation to God as the 
disciples: they are taught the words 
which they themselves are to use. 
‘ Abba’ was the Lord’s own form of 
address to God (xi. 25 f., xxvi. 39, 42, 
Lk. xxili. 34, 46), which was adopted 
by the early Church (Rom. viii. 15, 
Gal. iv. 6). In pre-Christian times 
it was seldom, and only in late 
writings, that the individual Israelite 
spoke of God as his Father: eg. 
Sim xxilleel.04, Wisd. i. 16) Lob: 
sou, 7) WEKIO, 4 ei, diiullesil, sh ey) 
(see Charles’ note). But there was 
a growing readiness so to apply the 
title. In prayers ‘Our Father’ was 
sometimes employed (as early as Tob. 
lc. ; it occurs twice in the Shemoneh- 
esreh ; and Akiba (¢, 120 A.D.) began 
a prayer with ‘Our Father and 
King’ (Taan, 25 b)). But motives 
of reverence caused the far more 
frequent use of ‘Our [your, their] 
Father which is in heaven’ (see on 
v. 16), which would easily find its 
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way into the Lord’s Prayer in the 
synagogue services of Palestinian 
Christians. The Aram, 8°OV37 can 
be variously rendered 6 év ovpavois 
(xii. 50, XViii. 10, 19), 6 ovpdvios (v. 
48, vi. 14, 26, 42), as well as 6 ev 
trois ovp.; cf. 6 é€ ovpavov (Lk. xi. 
13); and the occurrence of the Prayer 
in the Dedache (viii.) with 6 év T@ 
ovpavo shews that it was some time 
before the Gk. form was fixed. The 
frequency with which 6 éy [rois] 
ovpavots occurs in Mt. may have 
been due to the influence of the 
Prayer in the form that he knew it. 

ay. Td dvoud gov] ‘Any bene- 
diction in which “the Name” does 
not occur is no benediction’ (Berak. 
40b). The intimacy of ‘Our Father’ 
is balanced and supplemented by the 
reverent desire that His Name, ze. 


His Nature and Being, may be treated . 


as holy. 7d yap dyvacOyTw TovTo 
éorw SofacOntw (Chrys.); cf. Jo. 
xii. 27. This is possible in the 
present (dyvov 7d dvoya avrov, Lk. i. 
49), and the clause might be regarded 
merely as a parenthetical expansion 
of the address to the Father; but in 
its fulness dy.ac@jrw is a future 
consummation, only to be reached 
when the divine Kingdom comes; 
ef, Ez. xxxvi. 23. A further mean- 
ing was sometimes attached to the 
words: ‘cum dicimus Sanctificetur 
nomen tuum, id petimus, ut sancti- 
ficetur in nobis’ (Tert. De Orat. iii.) ; 
similarly Cypr., al. Cf. the reading 
of D in Lk.: ay. dv. cov éf’ mpas, 
which is perhaps an echo of O.T. 
passages which speak of the calling 
of the divine Name upon men (¢.9. 
Is, xliii. 1, lxiii. 19), or was derived 
from the petition for the Holy 
Spirit ; see on v. 10. 


10, €A@dirw 7 Bac. cov] ‘Any 
benediction in which malkith (‘ king- 
dom’) does not occur is no benedic- 
tion’ (Berak. 40b). The petition 
is for the future advent of God to 
establish His sovereignty on earth. 
It is ‘grandis audaciae, et purae 
conscientiae, regnum Dei postulari et 
judicium non timere’ (Jer. ; similarly 
Cyr. Jerus.). Other writers express 
the thought of the advancement of a 
present kingdom. mpd Tod ovpavod, 
THY yhy ovpavoy éxéAevoe Tovjoas 
(Chrys.). 

This clause, like the foregoing, 
underwent alterations. In Lk. the 
minuse. 700°" has €hOérw 75 Treva 
gov ép nas kal KaBapiratw ypas, 
which is found in Greg. Nyss. and 
Max.; and Tert. (or Marcion, on 
whom he comments, Marc. iv. 26) 
substitutes a petition for the: Holy 
Spirit for ‘hallowed be Thy Name.’ 
The same writer, when he quotes the 
Prayer from Mt., transposes this and 
the next petition. 

yevnOyTw xTr.] Absent from Lk. 
The source of the first four words was 
probably the prayer in Gethsemane, 
as Mt. gives it (xxvi. 42) ; a prayer 
used by the Lord might safely be 
added to the prayer which He taught. 
The words can have a present force ; 
‘non ut Deus faciat> quod vult, sed 
ut nos facere possimus quod Deus 
vult’ (Cypr.). Cf. the Rabb. sayings : 
‘Be . . . strong-as a lion to do the 
will of thy Father which is in 
heaven’ (Aboth, v. 
will as if it were thy will’ (<b. ii. 4), 
‘If anyone keeps the Law, and does 
the will of his Father which is in 
heaven, etc” (Siphri, Ugol. 872), 
But, like the two preceding, the 
petition can refer to the future: 


20), ‘Do His . 


visa? | 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 79 
@s év ovpave Kal él ys: 
Tov dptov juav tov émodovov II 


50s Ayiv onpepov * 


10 ws] om D* Habck Tert 


‘may the time come when Thy will 
shall be perfectly accomplished,’ 
which cannot be till Thy Name is 
perfectly hallowed and Thy Kingdom 
completely established. Scur has 
‘Thy wills’; cf. vii, 21 (8), ME. 
iii. 35 (B), Ac. xxi. 14, Gosp. Heb. 
(ap. Epiph. Haer. xxx. 14) é¢7: 
otrot cicw of adeApot pov Kal 7 
pajtnp of movovvTes TA OeAjpata Tov 
TATpOS [LOVv. 

as év ovpave xrX.] Without as 
(see Appar.) the meaning is the same ; 
ef, Ps. cxxxiv. [cxxxv.] 6. For the 
-correspondence between the earthly 
and the heavenly cf. xvi. 19, xviii. 
18. If the clause was not originally 
part of the Prayer, its origin cannot 
be determined. The rhythm allows, 
if not requires, it to refer to all 
the foregoing petitions (so Orig. Op. 
Imperf. ; see Nestle, ZNW. vi. 108) ; 
and so taken it brings out more 
clearly the eschatological force of each. 
The arrangement by which a stop 
is placed before ‘in earth as it is 
in heaven’ is adopted in accurate 
copies of the Engl. Prayer Book. 


II. Tov dprov ktX.] Aspirations 


for God’s glory are followed by 
petitions for human needs. The 


petition is of extreme value as shew- 
ing that material things do not lie 
outside the region of prayer. Marcion, 
using Lk.’s form, writes cov for 7dr, 
applying the words to spiritual food. 
On the plur. nuav Cypr. well says, 
‘Publica est nobis et communis 
oratio, et quando oramus, non pro 
uno sed pro populo toto oramus, 
quia totus populus unum sumus.’ 
The unique ériovcrov is discussed in 
the Add. note. If it is not a 
corrupt form, it is probably to be 
connected with 1 émiotoa [Hpépal. 
In liturgical use ‘bread for the 
coming day’ could denote either 
‘bread for the day then in progress,’ 
or ‘bread for the morrow,’ according 
as the Prayer was used in the 
morning or in the evening. dds 
nH. Ohpepov is a petition for the 
immediate need ; Lk. has a general- 
ized request, Sidov myiv 5 Kad? 
npépav, which may have been an 
early variation due to the account 
of the manna (76 xa’ xpépav eis 
ypepav, Ex. xvi. 5); but the ex- 
pression, which is class., is confined 
to Lk. in the N.T. (xix. 47, Ac, xvii. 
11), and see his xa@’ 1pépav which 
he adds in ix. 23.: - 


Additional Note on émriovctov. 


Orig. (De Orat. 27) states that the adjective is unique in Gk. literature, 


and ‘seems to have been coined by the evangelists,’ 


Tt occurs (in three 


late MSS.) in 2 Mac. i. 8 after rods dprovs (the shewbread); on this see 


Deissm. Bible St. 214. 


Aram. expression for which there was no Greek equivalent. 


It is apparently an endeavour to represent an 


The possible 


Heb. and Aram. expressions are collected by Nestle (Hap. T. xxi. 43). 


The following explanations have been proposed : 


(1) Some patristic writers derived it from éri and ovcia, 


Jer. (Mt. 
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12 Kal ades hiv TA dhevAjpata Lar, 


text and comm., but not in Lk.) renders supersubstantialem, explaining it 
as ‘super omnes substantias. Orig. refused to apply the words to material 
bread, and explains the adj. as eis tiv odoiav ovpPadddpevor, ‘contributing 
to existence.” Tert., Cypr., and Aug. were willing to combine a literal and 
spiritual meaning. But in view of the forms €rovoia, érovawsdys, and 
other words from ézewut, the retention of the « is doubtful; and a philo- 
sophical term is unlikely to have been introduced into a prayer used by 
simple Palestinian Christians. 

(2) From éré and év (otca). ‘Bread which is at hand’ might mean 
‘bread for immediate needs. But this is open to the same philological 
objection. 

(3) The generally accepted derivation is from é and (otca, referring 
to 4 ériotoa [7pyépa], the form being perhaps suggested or facilitated by 
that of the Lxx. word mepvovowos (Ex. xix. 5, Dt. vii. 6; cf. Tit. ii, 14). 
This has been variously understood :— 

(a) & vet quotidianwm, which Jer. adopted in Lk. (though adhering to 
a spiritual interpretation, in his later writings he wavered : ‘panem nostrum 
substantivum, sive superventurum...quotidianum sive super omnes substantias). 
Chrys. épyjpepov: cf. Jam. ii. 15 (rhs epynuépov tpods), where ff* Jer. have 
victu quotidiano, 

(b) S cur in Mt. [S sin is wanting] has ‘ our continual bread of the day’ ;. 
sin.cur in Lk., ‘the continual bread of every day’; Ac. Thos. and Jacob of 
Serug, ‘the continual bread of the day.’ These may be paraphrases derived 
from WAI ond (cf. Num. iv. 7), but they may be double renderings of 
émovaov (see (d)). 

(c) Memph. Cop. in Mt. have ‘the bread of to-morrow’ (cf. Prov. xxvii. 
I, ov yap ywdokets Ti TéeTar 4) exvotca). In the Gosp. Heb. Jer. found 
the word mahar—‘panem nostrum crastinum, id est futurum’; he explains 
it as ‘panem quem daturus es nobis in regno tuo,’ but the literal meaning 
is quite suitable. See P. Schmiedel, SchweizThZ., 1913, 204-20. 

(d) In Prov. Le. 7) érvotoa (a hap. leg. in the Lxx.) represents the single 
word Di; érvovovov may, therefore, stand for the Aram. N91", ‘of the day.’ 
Ephr. says ‘The bread of the day shall suffice thee, as thou hast learnt in 
the Prayer. See Taylor, Pirke Aboth’, 178-186, 190 f. 

This is perhaps a reference to Ex. xvi. 4: the manna was to be gathered 
‘a matter of a day in its day.” If, then, the original expression was ‘the 
bread of the day,’ it was suitable for a morning prayer, in reference to the 
day just begun; but that can also be the meaning of 1 émotoa [ypuépa] 
(see Wratislaw, Churchman, July, 1888), so that the useful word érvovorov 
could cover both meanings, ‘of the day [just begun]’ and ‘of the morrow.’ 
When the prayer found its way into writing in Mt. and Lk., or their 
respective recensions of Q, a second equivalent for ‘of the day’ appeared 
in each by the side of érvovcvoy, 1c. ojpepov in Mt. and 7d Kxaé’ npépav 
in Lk. 


12. kal aes kTA.] The thought of thoroughly Jewish; cf. xxiii, 16 
sins (Lk. ras dpaptias) as debts was (note), Lk. xiii. 4. The Targg. have 


ey | 
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ie [a foal lal 
@s Kal nels adryxapev Tois ddetdérais ov" 
\ \ 2 a 
Kal pn eloevéyens tds els Tespacpor, 13 
GANA pdoar Huds ard Tob Tovnpod. 


Nain (‘debt’) for ‘sin’ (Gen. xx. 9), 
‘guilt’ (xxvi. 10), ‘transgression’ 
(xxxi. 36), ‘iniquity’ (Jer. xvi. 10). 
But ddeiAnpa elsewhere in the N.T. 
(Rom. iv. 4 only), and in the Lxx. is 
used only of a literal debt. Didache 


has the sing., rv opeAjy Hydov. 


apuévat is ‘to let [the debt] go’ 
unpaid (Aram. P3v); in the sense of 
‘forgive’ it never takes acc. of person 
in the N.T.; when not expressed, 
the ace. of the debt or sin is always 
to be supplied. 

ws Kat ypets KTr.] Lk. cal yap 
avtot ddiouev. Didache, Chrys. ws 
Kat ypels abicuev. Cypr. ‘sicut et 
nos remittimus.” Bas, diérv adi- 
kapev kal iets, Bp. Chase suggests 
that the Aram. original was }JN *8) 
piavi (‘and we will also forgive’), 
as in Scur (Lk) and Aphr. But 
there are other variations cur 
(Mt.), ‘so that we also may forgive.’ 
Jac. of Serug, ‘that we also may 
forgive.’ But Aphr. in his comment 
paraphrases: ‘Forgive me and I 
forgive’ (S=%. partep.); and & pal 
has the plur. partcp. Tert. writes 
‘“remittere nos quoque profitemur de- 
bitoribus nostris’ (De Orat.), but 
also ‘debitoribus denique dimissuros 
nos in oratione profitemur’ (Adv. 
Marc.). The verb, therefore, was 
handed down ‘variously as_ past, 
present, and future; and only a 
timeless Aram. participle (Pplav ANT 
}2N) will account for all: ‘because 
we also forgive’ may imply that we 
have done so, or habitually do so, or 
intend to do so. (For the last cf. Lk. 
xix. 8, where Svet.pesh have par- 
ticiples for SiSwys and drodidwy.) 
For tr. ddevAérars Hp. Lk. has ravti 
opetAovre Hiv. - 


13. K. pa eloeveyxys KTA.] The 
original was probably ibyn ns, ‘and 
cause us not to enter’ (& sin.cur 
(Lk.), pesh (Mt. Lk.), Diat 4"). Cf. 
S cur (Mt.), Jac. of Serug, ‘and cause 
us not to come.” So in the Jewish 
prayer quoted above. The causative 
can have a permissive force (‘allow 
us to enter’), which is obscured in 
the Gk. The words correspond (cf. 
Ep. Polye. vii. 2) with xxvi. 41, 
Mk. xiv. 38 (éA@yre), Lk. xxii. 
40, 46 (eioéAOnre), Tert. has ‘non 
sinet nos deduci, and other glosses 
are found: ‘ne patiaris nos induci’ 
(Cypr., al.), ‘ne passus fueris induci 
nos’ (k, with slight variations in 
other lat. MSS.). In the King’s 
Book (1543 A.D.) the petition runs 
‘ And lette us not be ledde,’ 

meipaopos includes ‘trial’ (cf. Lk. 
xxii, 28, 1 Pet. iv. 12) as well as 
‘temptation, though trial may be a 
cause of joy if it must be encountered 
(Jam. i. 2). To ‘enter into’ must 
not be limited to mean ‘yield to’ 
(Dion. Al, Orig.) ; temptation or trial, 
like hunger, may be for man’s good, 
but the Prayer contains petitions 
against both. zeipacpds is primarily 
the fiery trial which is about to usher 
in the End; cf. Apoe, iii. 10, and 2 
Pet. ii. 9 which is possibly an echo of 
this and the following clause. Some 
Lat. writers (Hil., Chrom., Jer., Aug., 
Ps.-Aug.) add a gloss, to limit tempta- 
tion : ‘quem ferre [sufferre] non pos- 
sumus’; its source is I Cor. x, 13. 

GAAG ptoa. KTA.| Absent - from 
Lk. The gender of tr. rovypov is 
uncertain (as in xili. 38, Jo, xvil. 15, 
2 ‘Thes: iii. 3, 1 Jo. v. 19); the 
neuter occurs in Lk. vi. 45, Rom. xii. 
9, and probably Mt. v. 37, 39; the 

G 
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WN x Le i) a 5) , \ , a On 
14 Hav yap afte trois avOpwmows Ta TapaTTepata avTov, 


B} / AY Cane ¢ \ ¢€ A € > y \ be \ 
I5apnoes Kab vuly 0 TATHP VUwWY O OVpaVLOsS* Eav OE [LI 


5) a a > , \ / SZ 108 ¢€ 
apnre TOL avOporots Ta TAPATTTOMATHA AUT@MV, OVOE O 


16m7aTip wuov adyjce TA TapaTTépata vpov. 


“Orav 


/ 
Sé vynotevnte, pr ylverOe ws of roxpital oKvOpwrroi, 


mas¢, in xiii. 19, Eph. vi. 16, 1 Jo. 
ii, 13 f£, iil. 12, v. 18, and is inter- 
preted here of the devil by Tert., 
Cypr. and many Gk. writers follow- 
ing Orig. The Dedache, on the other 
hand, is probably right in interpret- 
ing it dwd mavrds movypov. The 
use of dd rather than ék is not 
conclusive for the masc. In either 
case the words, if genuine, describe a 
deliverance leading to the bliss of 
the approaching Kingdom. 

[Ste cot éorw 4 Baotrela Kal 7 
Stvapus Kal 4 dd€a eis TOYS aiwvas- 
dunv| This is a liturgical addition, 
not found in Gk. or Lat. commen- 
tators, except Chrys. and his followers. 
It occurs in EGKLMSUVATI & f g" 
(om. amen) q Scur (om. ‘and the 
power’).pesh.pal aeth arm go. It 
appears to combine two ancient 
elements: (1) ‘the power and the 
glory’ (added to the Prayer in the 
Didache, and by Greg. Nyss.), (2) ‘the 
kingdom and the glory’ (Scur in Mt.). 
The former is probably Hellenistic, 
the latter Hebraic (cf. Ps. cxliv. 
fexlv. [i 11 £, T-Chy xxix. 12). wo 
unique forms are found: ‘quoniam 
est tibi virtus (= 7 Svvapis) in 
saecula saeculorum’ (k), and ‘ because 
Thine is the strength and the power 
for ever and ever’ (Theb.), The 
doxology was added in Mt.’s form of 
the prayer, not in Lk’s, because 
being the fuller it was preferred for 
liturgical purposes, The opening 
ort appears to contrast oov with r. 
tovnpov, shewing that the latter was 
currently understood as. masculine. 
Other liturgical doxologies are given 
by Bp. Chase. A short form cov 


yop éotw 4 Sdfa eis Tods aidvas 
occurs on a Christian amulet of the 
sixth cent. (Milligan, Pap. no. 55). 

14, 15. édv yap ktX.] Absent 
from Lk. (cf. Clem, Rom. xiii. 2, 
apiere iva apeOy tyiv, and see Ep. 
Polye. ii. 3). The verses were prob- 
ably added, from another context, as 
a marginal note on v. 12 b, with which 
yép connects them; they may have 
been formed on the basis of ME. xi. 
25, which Mt. omits after xxi. 22. 
As there, sins are not debts but 
TraparTtopata. On the necessity of - 
forgiveness see xviii. 21-35 ; and ef. 
Sir. xxviii. 2, ddes ddixnua TH 
mAnoiov cov, Kat téte Senbevros 
gov at duaptiac cov AvOncovTaL. 
On 6 ovpavios see v. 9 b. 


16-18. Fasting. 
v. 6. ; 

16. dtav d€ vyorednte] When - 
public fasts were held in the autumn 
to pray for rain (see v. 2 note), the 
stricter Jews would fast on Mondays 
and Thursdays during the drought 
(Taan. i. 4-7). This ‘fast of the 
hypocrites’ is referred to in the 
Didache (viii.), and fasting on Wednes- 
days and Fridays is enjoined. The 
Lord, as in the case of almsgiving 
and prayer (vv. 2, 5), assumed that 
His audience practised fasting as an 
ordinary act of piety, although He 
defended the omission of it by His 
personal followers as long as He was 
with them (ix. 14 ff.). 

py yiver Oe xtX.] For oxvOpwrds 
in connexion with fasting see Dan. i. 
10 (Theod.) ; cf. Lk. xxiv. 17, Gen. 
xl. 7, Sir, xxv. 23. ddavifovow: 


The sequel of 


VI. 19] 
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agavifovow yap Ta mpoowra avTov Sires paca TOUS 


avOporrots vyorevovtes: 
pra ov avTav. 


dyunyy eyo vpiv, dméxovew TOV 
ov 6é vyorevoy ddewpat cov THY Kepadny 17 


Kal 7d mpoawrdv gov vixrar, Stas un paris tos avOpw- 18 


mous ynareveov ara TO marpi cov TO ev TH Kpupate * 


Kar 


0 TaTHp cov oO Brerov €v T@ Kpupale dmodéce. ool. 
M> Oncaupitete tpiv Onoavpods émt THs ys, 61rov ons 1g 


lit. ‘make invisible,’ hence ‘disfigure,’ 
@.é, with ashes, and by leaving the 
hair and beard untended, or by 
colouring the face to look pale as 
though by fasting (Chrys. al.); cf. 
Nicostr. (Stob. Serm. 74. 62): a 
woman should not use xpwyuaTos 

. apavifovros tas owes. In the 
LXX. it means only ‘destroy,’ as in 
v. 19 f. below ; cf. Jam. iv. 14. See 
M.-M. Vocab. s.v. The alliteration 
dpavifovow ... pavac.v is probably 
accidental. oxvOpwzroi is possibly a 
doublet of ddavifovew: the cor- 
responding clause in v. 5 ends at 
brokpitai, and Scur omits oxvOp., 
but renders ddav. by pitaAsnsa 
‘who make gloomy,’ while cxv@p. is 
wiismasin S pesh (0 Gen. xl. 6f,, 
and %vet.pesh Lk. xxiv. 17). 

érws pavaow KTr.] See v. 5 
note; as there, 7. dvOpdérois must 
be taken with gavocw, not with 
vyorevovtes, though ‘fasting unto 
men’ may be paralleled by Col. iii. 
23, Eph. vi. 7. On apav A. dpiv 
and aréxovowy see v. 2 note. Sham 
piety is referred to in Sotah 19a, 
20¢, and in 22 b King Jannai speaks 
of ‘dyed’ or ‘coloured men, who 
pretend to be Pharisees.’ 

17. ov 5€ xrX.] Anointing and 
washing suggest feasting (Lk. vii. 44, 
46, Ps. ciii. [civ.] 15). In Ber. 
Rabba 74 Jacob is said so to have 
acted, though secretly mourning over 
Joseph’s death; and God declared 
that because he concealed his sorrow, 
He would manifest it to the world. 


18. drws pH xrd.] The trans- 
position of 7, dvOpdmous and vyoret- 
ovtes in Bk was probably to produce 
a clearer contrast between ‘men’ and 
‘thy Father” The class. kpudaios is 
not found elsewhere in the N.T., but 
occurs four times in the Lxx. See 
on 7. év tT. KpuTrT@ (v. 6). 

19-34. TRUE RIGHTEOUSNESS IN 
Its ATTITUDE TO WEALTH. 

This section was not an original 
part of the Sermon. The parallels 
in Lk. are as follows: Treasure, vv. 
19-21=.Lk. xii 33 f. The single 
eye, vv, 22 f.=Lk. xi. 34-36. The 
single service, v. 24=Lk. xvi. 13. 
Earthly anaiety, vv. 25-34 = Lk. xii. 
22-31. 

19-21. (Uk. xii. 33 f.) Treasure. 
The thought of.the earthly. and 
heavenly reward in vv. 1-6, 16-18, 
is here pursued in that of earthly 
and heavenly wealth. And the re- 
currence of adavifery (though with a 
different meaning) supplies a formal 
connexion with v. 16. 

19. py Onoavpifere xTA,]. Lk. 
TwAnoate Ta drdpxovTa KTA. is an 
echo of Lk. xviii. 22, and BadAdvriov 
is used only by him (x. 4, xxii. 35 f.). 
The parallelism and tautology of 
Mt. are Hebraic, and probably nearer 
to the original. He gives a genuine 
picture of Oriental wealth, garments 
etc. stored in barbaric abundance, 
too numerous for use. S. James (v. 
3) seems to have had the saying in 
mind. For os cf. Is. li. 8, Pind. 
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lal 4 \ 
Kat Bpaow adaviter, kal Saou Krértar Svopvccovow Kat 


/ 
20 KNETTTOVOLW* 


Oncaupifere Sé tpyiv Onoavpovs év ovpave, 


lal \ / > 
érrouv ovTe ans ovTe Bp@ots adavifer, Kai Sov KNETTAL OV 


/ > \ 
21 duoptacovaw  ovee 


an , 
22Gaupos cou, éxel éotas Kal  Kapdia cov. 


Fragm. 22, Aids mats 6 xpvods: 
Kelvov ov ons ovde Kis Sdrret 
The abstr. Bpoors (IL aerugo) is usu- 
ally explained as ‘rust’ (cf. Jam. 
lic. Katiwrar); cf. Ep. Jerem. 11, 
odrou 6€ (idols) od Siacd(ovras dd 
iod Kat Bpwpdrwv. But Bpacis 
never has this meaning; in the Lxx. 
it is always the ‘act of eating,’ or 
‘food’ (exc. Mal. iii, 11 = 2348, 
‘locust’). It probably denotes, there- 
fore, the ‘devouring, by mice or 
other vermin, of wealth stored in 
barns; k Cypr. Aug. comestura, For 
apavifew ‘to cause to disappear’ cf. 
Cant. il, 15 (contrast v. 16 above). 
For dtoptocev cf. xxiv. 43, Mk. ii. 
4, Ez. xii. 5, Job xxiv. 16, Aristoph. 
Plut. 565, xXerrew Kal Tovs Toixovs 
Siopitrevv. Lk. has xAerrns ovK 
éyyi¢et, possibly from a confusion of 
pap with pap». 

20. Onoavpifere ktr.] Cf. v. 12 
note, Test. Lewt xiii. 5 (quoted at ». 
1), Pss. Sol. ix. 9, 6 mowv dixaso- 
civnv Onoarpifes (ov eavT@ Tapa 
Kupio. ; 

21. drov yép ktA.] Lk. has tov 
for cov, but the alternation of the 
sing. and plur. is characteristic of 
the Sermon in Mt. The hortatory 
language of Deuteronomy exhibits 
the same feature. Just. (Apol. i. 15) 
writes drov yap 6 Onoavpds eotiv, 
éxel kal 6 vovs avOpwrov (similarly 
Clem. Sérom. vil. xii. 77, Macar. Hom. 
xliii. 3); but xapdéa is more than 
vous: if the heart is in heaven, both 
the ¢povety and the (wy of Col. iii. 
2 are included. ~ The converse of the 
saying is found in Sextus, Prov. 136, 


KANETTOUCLD * 


ee Ve 5) = € 6 
é7rov yap éotw o On- 
‘O AUYVOS 


drov gov TO dpoveiv, exe? gov Td 
ayaov. Tert. quotes it correctly 
(Scorp. 3), and also in a converse form 
(ad Mart. 2; cf. De Anima 57). 

22.23.) (ike. xia Alte) 
eye. 

22. 6 Adxvos KtA.] The original 
context of the saying is not known ; 
Mt. and Lk. place and understand 
it differently. It recalls Prov. xx. 
27 [21], pds Kupiov rvo1 avOpdrov, 
ds epavve Tapia KovAias: the spirit, 
or self-consciousness, of man enables 
him to know himself; cf. 1 Cor. 
ii. 11. It may have been, in its 
true context, the Lord’s version of 
yvo0t ceavtov. For the purpose of 
illustration He adds the mention 
of the ‘eye,’ considered as the means 
whereby light reaches the whole 
body. (Cf. Philo, De Op. Mund. 17, 
drep vous ev Wuyy, TOUTO dpOaApds 
év owpari, Arist. Top. i. 14, Os 
dys ev 6POadrp@, vovs ev vyy, and 
see dfpOadpol ris Kapdias, Clem. 
Rom. i. 36, Mart. Polyc. ii.) The- 
application of the simile is confined 
to v. 23 b, ef otv KrA. ‘If the eye, 
the lamp which illuminates the body, 
is daAovs, the body is lit up within ; 
if it is movnpds, the body is dark 
within. In the same way, if the 
inner light be extinguished, how 
great is the darkness (or, as Lk., Take 
heed that the inner light be not 
extinguished).’ dAovs and rovnpds 
probably represent ON and 9. The 
former recurs in bibl. Gk. in Prov. 
xi. 25 only, but it and its cognates 
are used by Aquila for DA, OM. 
As used of eyes ef. Test. Iss. iii. 4 


The single 


VI. 24] 


, / € 
ToD cwpatos éotw 06 dhOarp0s. 
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be 2 
€av ovv 7 0 ofbarpds 


C4 lal ef sy lal 
gov am\ovs, ONoV TO Cauda cov hatiwov éctar: av Se 623 
b} f \ ea ef. \ fal 
opOarpos cov movnpds 7, bdov TO ahud cov cKoTLYOP 


” 
€oTal. 


mocov. Ovdels Stvatac Sval 
Topevopevos ev arAdrnte 6fOadrpav, 
iv. 6 mdvta 6pg ev amAdryntu. It 
is nowhere found strictly of physical 
soundness; but for zovnpds=‘ill’ 
ef, Just. Apol. 1. xxii. [rdv “Incotv] 
€k yeveTns Tovypors vytels Temoun- 
kevat, and the class. rovnpas éxeuv. 
The choice of the adjs., however, was 
probably influenced by the spiritual 
application which was to follow. 
potivéy and ckotivdy probably 
represent Aram. substs. ‘light’ and 
‘darkness, as oxétos in the last 
clause. For fa@s=Avyxvos cf. Xen. 
Hell. v. 1. 8 has exwv...apyyeito, 
‘since he had a lamp, he led the 
way. But ¢@s was more suitable 
than Avyxvos to the spiritual applica- 
tion. TO oKOTos mécov may mean 
‘What a terrible kind of darkening 
that is!’, referring directly to the 
preceding ox6rTos, or, more probably, 
‘How terrible is the resultant dark- 
ness of thy whole being !’ 

In Lk, the words are attached to 
the saying that a lamp is not hidden, 
but placed on a lampstand (= Mt. 
y. 15), but it has no clear connexion 
either with this or with the sur- 
rounding context. In Mt. it follows 
the sayings on the right’ and wrong 
ways of performing religious duties 
(vv, 1-18), and the right and wrong 
treasure (vv. 19-21), and precedes 
those on the right and wrong Master 
(v. 24) and the right and wrong 
objects of desire (vv. 25-34); he 
seems, therefore, to have interpreted 
it of a right and wrong spirit with 
regard to earthly possessions. An 
‘evil eye’ was a common Jewish 
expression for a jealous or grudging 


> Ly \ lal X > \ / 
e. ovv TO Pas TO év Gol oKOTOS éoTiv, TO GKOTOS 


Kuptois Sovrevew* 1) yap 24 
spirit ; cf. xx. 15, Deut. xv. 9, Prov. 
xxi. 6, Sir. xiv to, Ab, 1ii) 13, 
15, v. 19; and its converse amAovs 
opOadrpds might be taken to connote 
liberality; cf. the use of dmAds, 
-oTns, in Jam. i. 5, Rom. xii. 8, 
2 Corey Vitis 255 i1xs 11,013; The 
passage is discussed by Brandt, ZNIV., 
1913, 97-116, 177-201, and Bacon, 
Expos., March 1914, 275-88. 


24. (Lk. xvi. 13.) The Single Service. 

ovdeis KTr.] Lk. ovddels ofkérns. . 
The right and wrong spirit with re- 
gard to earthly possessions is followed 
by service to a right and wrong 
master—God and Money. SovAcvew 
must have its full force: men can 
work for two employers, but no slave 
can be the property of two owners, 
Lk. attaches the saying to others 
concerning ‘ mammon,’ 

n yep «tX.] The second 7 is 
not ‘or at least, as though the first 
pair of verbs were stronger than the 
second ; ‘love’ and ‘hate’ have a 
comparative force, as in v. 43, Lk. 
she ACs, UGs sels Oly (Era secbe Sey 
Deut. xxi. 15, MaLii2f. avde€eras, 
‘hold fast to,’ is hardly a natural con- 
trast with ‘despise,’ nor is ‘endure’ 
(S cur), patietur (XL vet), sustinebit 
(k vulg.), ‘susteyne’ (Wicl.) <A 
better meaning is that in Jer. viii. 2 
(‘the host of heaven ofs edovAcvray 
... kal dy avretyovro [DIWI7)), 
Zeph. i. 6 (rods pa) avTexouévous 
Tov kuptov), .¢, ‘look to’ for support 
and help, or in Is. lvii. 13 (ot 6e 
dvrexopevot pov 2 ADINA)), ze 
‘hope in” If the original was 03D 
(see eg. Targonk Gen, xlix. 18), it 
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TOV 
\ a Caen: / 
Kal tod étépov Katappovynce * 
25 Kal pamwvd. 


would produce an assonance with 
(Da, ‘despise.’ On the symmetrical 
tautology of the passage see vi. 6. 


ov dvvace xTA,] ‘Et tamen non 
dixit qui habet divitias sed qui 
servit divitias’ (Jer.). Either God 
or wealth must be hated and despised 
or loved and trusted. The Lord, as 
before, states the principle without 
compromise or limitation (See v. 32, 
note). The masc. paywvas occurs in 
Suidas ii, 679. The spelling -pp- 
is confined to a few minuscules, some 
Lat. MSS. and writers, and Goth. 
The word is not found in the Heb. 
O.T., but occurs in Sir. xxxi. 8 (Lxx. 


xpvoiov), and is frequent in the - 


Targg. as the equivalent of various 
Heb. words, chiefly Y$3, ‘gain’ See 
also Ab. ii. 16, ‘Let the mamon of 
thy neighbour be dear to thee as 
thine own.’ It may be an abbrevia- 
tion of }i01, ‘something hidden 
or stored up’ (see Dalman, Gr. 
135 n.), or of }YOND, ‘something en- 
trusted. The latter is the more 
probable; it is the spelling in a 
codex of Spal in Lk. xvi. 13, and 
there seems to be a play on the 
root }28 in Lk. xvi. 11; cf. also 
Ps, xxxvi. [xxxvii.] 3, where Aovros 
represents a misreading of NID. The 
change of ¢m into mm or m is 
unknown; and the Targg. never 
employ }} to render the Heb. 
jon. Aug. speaks of a Punic word 
mammon, meaning lucruwm, which he 
traces to the Phoenicians. Chrys. 
renders p. by xpvods, but Jer. says 
‘divitiae ... non aurum ut quidam 
putant”’ The Aram. word is pre- 
served probably because Wealth is 
personified ; ‘injustitiae enim au- 
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\ is Ae ELAN b) / 
é&va puonoes Kal Tov erepov ayarnoe, 7) évos avOéEeTas 


od Sdtvacbe Oem Sovrevewv 


Aid TodTro réyo dyiv, py pepymvare TH 


torem et dominatorem totius saeculi 
nummum scimus omnes’ (Tert.); and 
Orig. (hom. in Jerem.), commenting 
upon the personified kovAéa in Phil. 
iii. 19, adds Oeod cov eoriy 6 papwvas 
kai Kptos: similarly Didase. 111. vii. 
3 f. (ed. Funk, 195). This is a point 
of view from which covetousness is 
idolatry (Col iii, 5). The personi- 
fication led to the mediaeval idea 
that Mamon was a heathen god or 
deity ; and even Greg. Nyss. took it 
to be a name of Beelzebul. 


25-34. (Lk. xii. 22-31.) Harthly 
Anaiety. The context in Lk. is 
different, though it also deals with 
the hoarding of wealth. 


25. 0.a toro KTA.] The connexion 
of thought seems to be ‘Therefore 
give up the service of wealth, which 
only causes anxiety’ (cf. Heb. xiii. 
5); this perhaps implies the popular 
derivation of pépyuva from pépos, 
-i(w: he who tries to serve God and 
Wealth pepépioras (cf. 1 Cor. vii. 
32f.). Lk. also has 6:4 rotvro, but 
introduces the verse with ‘And He 
said to His disciples,’ shewing that 81a 
Touro was in his source, but referred 
to an antecedent unknown to us. 

py) pepypvare KTA.] Vulg. ne 
sollicitt sitts, R.V. ‘be not anxious,’ 
Engl. Verss. before A.V. (except Wicl.) 
‘be not careful’ (cf. Phil. iv. 6 A.V.), 
ae. full of care. wvyxy stands for 
the life principle, common to man 
and beast, which is embodied in the 
copa (see x. 28 note): the former 
needs food, the latter clothing. 7 
ti minte is perhaps due to v 31; 
the evidence is uncertain; C D and 
sin are here wanting. 


VI. 27] 
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an e at / lA Xx , / Es) 

puyn vpov ti daynte i) ti inte, unde TO compat. tuov 

a S bu, 6 2 SE Ny Ae \ al > a a \ 
Tt evdvonole* ovyxi 9 Yruyn TAElov eats THs tpophs Kal TO 

a n b] 4 b] / a 
cdpa Tod évdvpatos; euPdpare cis TA TeTeELWda Tod odpa- 26 

a 7 > lg 
vo OTL ov aomeipovow ovdé Oepifovew ovSé cuvdyovcw 

> > / \ e x a C 
eis amoOnxas, Kal o matnp tyadv 6 ovpdvios tpéher adtd- 


ovy tpels wadrAov Siadépete avdrar ; 


tis b€ é& tudv pepe- 27 


25 nT mire] BH cfgihmq me sah [omy] arm; xu mm 7. E al & pesh.hel 
go; omN1422Habfilklvg S cur.pal aeth 


odxt » Yux7 KTA.] The argument 
is a fortiort: if God has given the 
greater things, the life and the body, 
He can surely provide the lesser, 
food and clothing (so Jer, Aug.) 
ovxt represents either N27 (nonne) 
or Nil (ecce); see Thackeray, GrOT. 
126. Lk. has a positive statement, 
4 yop Yuoxy Krd. 

26. euBAePare xTA.] Lk. xata- 
voyrate Tovs KdpaKkas (KaTavoeiy, 
Lk’, Mt.7, Mk.°), That Lk. selected 
_ particular birds as a parallel to the 
particular flowers in v. 28 (Harnack) 
is unlikely; he may have been 
influenced by Ps. cxlvi. [cxlvii.] 9, 
or Job xxxviii. 41. Mt. employs a 
frequent O.T. expression. 

kat 6 watyp KTA.] For the use 
of xkaé (‘and yet’) cf. i. 19, x. 29 
(Blass, § 77. 6). On 6 odpdveos see 
v. 9b; Lk, perhaps rightly, has 6 
Oeds (cf. v. 30). For the thought 
ef, Ps. ciii. [civ.] 27, Pss. Sol. v. 11, 
Ta Terewa Kal Tovs ixOvas od 
tpepers. The birds are an example 
not of idleness but of freedom from 
anxiety ; ‘labor exercendus est, solli- 
citudo tollenda”’ (Jer.). 

ody tyels KTr.] GXAov has lost 
its comparative force (Blass, § 44. 3)— 
“Do ye not greatly differ from them ?’ 
(cf. Mk. vii. 36); in Lk’s réc@ 
poaAXov it is pleonastic. duaéperv 
(perhaps Aram. NJ”) does not strictly 
mean ‘to excel,’ though that is im- 
plied ; seex. 31, xii. 12. In Oa, Pap. 
iv. 655 (as restored) the thought is 


applied to the lilies (v. 28): roAA@ 
Kpelogoves éote THY Kpivwv dra 
avgdver ov6é vy ber, 

27. tis d€ xtX.] HAKkia is often 
rendered ‘age’ (so k [Mt.] e [Lk.]), 
because the saying is taken, as in Lk., 
to describe something trifling which 
man cannot perform (see v. 28 note) ; 
and passages can be cited (eg. Ps. 
XXxix. 5) In which measures of space 
are used metaphorically of time. But: 
the arrangement of vv. 25—30 favours 
the meaning ‘stature’ (& vet.pesh 
XL vet.vg, Tert., Hil). In v 25 
the contents of the section are 
summed up, we Be not anxious 
about (a) food for the bodily life, (6) 
clothing for the bodily frame; then 
(a) the bodily life is dealt with in 
v. 26, and (6) the bodily frame in 
vv. 27 ff, the latter containing an 
a priort argument after the manner 
of v. 25: To add a cubit to one’s 
stature is not something trifling, but 
a portentous miracle; man cannot 
do it, but God can; why then (v. 28) 
be anxious about the lesser thing, 
raiment? This close conjunction of 
v. 27 with v, 28 is supported by 
S cur: ‘but which of you can add to 
his stature one cubit, that about 
(Axa) clothing ye are anxious?’ 
myhxvs was the recognized unit of 
man’s height; mpyuv etre didte 
Kupiws peTpov TOV HALXLOV O THXDS 
éort (Euth.); cf. dvdpes rerparnyeus 
(Ar. Vesp. 552). For 7Ackia ‘height’ 
ef, Lk, xix. 3, and (=p) Ez. xiii. 
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n a \ \ € / $2 ees n 
PVO@V Svvatat mpooGetvat él THV nALKLaV avuTOU THX 


28 éva ; 


, n 
Kal mepl évdvpatos TL pmepimvate ; 


/ \ 
Kkatapdbete Ta 


a n a A lal 2Q\ / 
kplva Tob aypod Tas avEdvovew: ov KoTi@aw ovdé vnOov- 
a \ / / 
2gaw Ayo Se dpiv Ste ovde Loropwov év maon tH Soe 


an / ¢ A / 
30avTOU TepieBddeTO ws EV TOUTMD. 


5) \ \ / an 
ei 5é Tov yoptov Tod 


A / iZ 
aypod onpepov dvtTa Kal avjpiov eis KAlBavoy Baddopevov 
an a , 
6 beds obttws aydievyva, ov TOAN@ pGdrov twas, oduyo- 


31 WLOTOL 5 


hy otv pepiuvnonte Déyovtes Ti dayouev; 7 


A 


32Ti miowev; 7 Ti mepiBaroucba; mdavta yap TavdtTa Ta 


18 (Lxx. Sym.), Cant. vii. 7 (Sym.). 
An Oxyr. fragm. (iv. 655. 13 f.) has ris 
dv mporQel}n eri tHv HAukiav bpov, 
avrds Séoes tiv 75 evdupa dyov. 
28. kat mept xtd.] ‘Why then 
etc. (Lk. ei ody xrX.).: For the use 
of kai cf. Mk. x. 26 (Blass, § 77. 6). 


The position of epi évddparos 
heightens the emphasis of the 
question. Lk. has ef ody ovde 


éAdxiotov SivacGe (understanding 
nAtkia, unlike Mt, to mean ‘age’) 
Ti wept TOV AouTOV pepLpVvaTe ; 

katapdaGere ktA.] The verb occurs 
in the Lxx. and Sym., but not else- 
where in the N.T. Lk. xatavojoare 
(see v. 26 note), 7. Kpiva T. aypov, 
in parallelism with +t. merewd 7. 
ovpavov, may be wild flowers in 
general; in Ex. xxv. 31 [30] xpiva= 
DNB, ‘flowers, ‘blossoms. Besides 
lilies they might include anemones, 
poppies, gladioli and irises. Post 
(HDB. ‘ Lily’) prefers the last two, 
because their stems would be the 
most useful for fuel (v. 30). In 
Lk. 7. dypod is omitted, and tr. xpiva 
perhaps denotes a particular flower ; 
he also omits ras avfdvovow. The 
flowers perform neither men’s work 
in the field (komi@ovv), nor women’s 
work at home (v7Oovewv) ; Lk. (D) has 
two stages in the making of clothing, 
mas ovtTe vAOe ote Dpaiver. 

29. Aéyw 8€ xtA.] Lk. omits dru. 
The words have the glamour of a 
sentence from a child’s fairy tale. 


On the form ZoAopdy see i. 6, 
On Jewish and other legends about 
Solomon see Fabricius, Cod. Pseudepig. 
Vil. tor4—7.0: 

30. ef 8€ tov xdprov KrA.] The 
common xéprov instead of xkpiva 
heightens. the comparison; Lk. 
heightens it further by transposition, 
ei 8€ é€v dyp@ tT. xéptov kTA, For 
dprévvvowy Lk. has the later dupud fee 
(see M.-M. Vocab. s.v.). dAvydrurros 
occurs in Lk. (derived from Q), in this 
saying only; elsewhere in the N.T. 
it is confined to Mt. viii. 26, xiv. 31, 
xvi, 8 (cf. Act. Thom. 28), and is not 
found in the Lxx. or in non-bibl. 
Gk. The Rabb. ON 2D) (see 
Lightfoot, Hor. Heb.) was perhaps in 
use in the Ist cent. 

31. pa) odv KTA.] The simple 
Hebraic style is lost in Lk.; and 
his py perewpifer Oe (cf. 2 Mace. vii. 
34), instead of ti repiBaddpcba, 
generalizes the anxiety (as his rav 
Aourov for Mt’s éevdiparos, v. 28). 
Cf. the rebuke in Epict. 1. ix. 19, 
dtav xopracOynre onpepov, KAOno Oe 
kAdovres mept THS aipiov mdbev 
paynre. 

32. wavta ydp KtX.] The two 
clauses give two reasons for not being 
anxious, the second ydép (Lk. 8) being 
parallel with the first. +d €@vy are 
the ‘Gentiles’ as distinct from ‘the 
Jews’; Lk., for his Gentile readers, 
adds tot kécpov, ae. the heathen 
world as distinct from Christians. 
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vw ? fal 5 Ss lal 
€Ovn éemifnrovow' oidey yap 6 ratHp tuav 6 obdpdyios bre 


xpnteTe TovTwY amravTov. 


Enreite S€ mpatov tv Bact- 33 


/ \ 7, a a 
etav cal thy Stkatooivnv avtod, Kal tadta wdvta ™poo- 


/ e lal 
TeOnoeTar vpiv. 


Bi) ody peptmvnonte eis THY avpiov, % 34 


si BA a al 
yap avpLov pepimvyicer avTAs: apKetov TH Huepa 1 Kala 


avThs. 


33: THv Baotheay ... avrov] tr Bac. et dix. B; post Bac. add rov Beov EG al & vet. pler. 
vg [ewe. am.harl*] %cur.pesh.hel.pal; post Bac. add avrov 236 440 me aeth | 


avrov] rov deov © k ps-Ath 


6 ovpdaveos (see v. 9 note) and drdvtwv 
are absent from Lk. 

33. (yretre S€ xtA.] LK. has his 
favourite zAjnv (5, Mt.5; once in 
Mk. as a preposition). The thought 
emphasized by mp@rov (which Lk. 
omits) is illustrated in the Lord’s 
Prayer, where God’s Name, Kingdom, 
and Will, precede the petition for 
bread. Lk. has simply tyv Baoe- 
Aclav adrot: Mt.’s kai 7. duxatoovynv 
is an insertion similar to that of 
tT. Sixatootvnv in v. 6 (see note) ; 
the disciples are to seek the divine 
Kingdom and the vindication which 
it will bring to them. In cod. B 
Bactreiav and Sixavootvnv are 
transposed, the latter being wrongly 
understood as the present moral 
condition. which must precede en- 
trance into the Kingdom (see v. 20). 
atrov must evidently be taken with 
both substantives, though Mt. else- 
where uses 1 PactAcia with no 
further definition (see viii. 12 note) ; 
the vl. are attempts to remove the 
ambiguity. 

Another form of the saying gained 
currency: aireire Ta peydda Kat 
Ta piKpa vplv mpooreOnoeTat, Kal 
aireite Ta éroupavia Kal TA émiyera 
bpiv mpooteOnoeras. Orig. quotes 
it with 6 cwrip ... dyow; Ambr. 
similarly with ‘scriptum est’; 
Clem. Al. and Eus. quote the first 
half (see Resch, Agrapha?, 111). It 
reapplies the thought of vv. 25 b, 


34 avrns!’] pr ra wep. A; ra eauvrns EKM al 


27 f£.—If God can give the greater 
things, He can surely give the lesser. 

34. pay odv kTA.] Absent from Lk. 
Though pa) pepysvjonte forms a 
link with the preceding verses, the 
thought is different; the trust in 
God, enjoined in vv. 25-33, involves 
a happy confidence that no day shall 
have its xakia, because He will 
provide, The present saying, if a 
genuine utterance of Jesus, must 
have belonged to a different context. 
For the personification of 1 avprov 
ef. Prov. xxvii. 1. She ‘will bear 
the anxiety of herself’; but pepysvav 
does not elsewhere take a gen., and 
atTy is suggested by ‘ipse cogitabit 
stby’ (k Cypr.), ‘sollicitus erit sb: 
ipse’ (bc vulg.); pep. adT7s, however, 
may be a lit. rendering of nb Ay 
(so $ cur with the words transposed), 
‘igs anxious about zts own,’ in which 
case the wl. ra éavrys is a correction 
which gives the true sense. For 
apkerov, a rare word, cf. x. 25, 1 Pet. 
iv. 3, Jos. BJ. iii. 130, Anth. Pal. 
ix. 749; it occurs in Chrysipp. and 
in two pap. of the 2nd and 3rd 
centt. (see Allen) On the neut. 
predicate see Blass, § 31.2. Kaxia 
(here only in the Gospp.) is frequent 
in the Lxx. for MY}, ‘trouble’; else- 
where in the N.T. it is used only 
of moral badness. Jer. (Ep. ad 
Amandum) criticizes the O.L. render- 
ing malitia, preferring afflictio. 

Both parts of the verse have Rabb. 


VII. 
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a a / 
I M» xpivere, va ph xpilfte: ev © yap Kpipate Kplvete 
te 
2KpiOnoecbe, Kal ev @& pétpm peTpeite petpnOnceTar vpiv. 
37t b&é Brees TO Kadphos TO ev TH bhOaru@ ToD adeApod 
\ Need Gi A? a \ > a XN ”~ 
4aov, THY 5é &v TO o@ GHOarAuU@ SoKdY od KaTavoEis; H TOS 


parallels ;—(a) Sanh. 100b: ‘Be 
not anxious for the morrow, for thou 
knowest not what a day may bring 
forth [ef. Prov. lc]; perhaps on 
the morrow he is not, and he is 
found troubling himself about a 
world which is not his’ (cf. Jam. iv. 
14). (0) Berak. 9a: ‘There is 
enough trouble in its hour, 


Vile) 1-5. (UKs vin 37 £24.) 


‘Against judging. 


There is no connexion of thought 
with the preceding verses; the Ser- 
mon as it stood in Q is taken up at the 
point where Mt. left it, at the end 
of ch. v. Lk. couples the verses by 
kai with the commands ‘ Love your 
enemies’ and ‘ Be merciful.’ 

I, pH Kpivere xtX.] Not only 
false judgment is forbidden, but a 
censorious habit of mind; cf. Jam. 
iv. 12. tva pa) KpeOyre (LK. cat od 
py Kp.) may refer to divine judgment, 
whether immediate, or at the Last 
Day (cf. 1 Cor. iv. 5, Jas. v. 9), or, 
as Mt. interprets it, to human judg- 
ment; those who judge others must 
expect similar treatment; see next 
verse. As often, the principle is 
laid down without mention of possible 
limitations (see v. 32, note). The 
words are quoted in Hp. Polye. ii. 3 ; 
and cf. Clem. Cor. xiii. 2, &s kpivere 
ovtws KpiOjoer Ge. 

2. €v ® yap xtd.] Mt. under- 
stands ‘both halves of the verse to 
refer to adverse judgments. But 
Lk. though, for the first half, he 
gives kat pu KatadiKa (ere KTX., con- 
tinues with injunctions of a kindly 
attitude towards others—dodvere 
k. drod., didote k. 500. dpiv, werpov 
kadov .. . décovow eis Tt. KOATOV 


ip., where the impers. Sécoverv may 
mean ‘other men,’ or possibly God. 
Mk. iv. 24 has év @ pétpw petpetre 


petpnOjoera tyiv (adding «kat 
mpooteOnoerat wtpiv, possibly a 


reminiscence of the saying drawn 
from Q in Mt. vi. 33, Lk. xii. 31), 
but referring to the spirit in which 
a man. attends to teaching which he 
receives (see Swete). Clem. Rom. 
(xiii. 2) knew the saying: @ péerpw 
petpeire ev adT@ metpnOnoerar byiv. 
Cf. Ep. Polyc. ii, Clem. Al. Strom. 
ii, 18. It was perhaps a current 
proverb ; cf. Sotah i. 7: ‘With the 
measure wherewith a man measures 
do they (? God) measure to him,’ a 
saying which probably belongs to 
the ist cent. A.D. 

3. Té d€ BAEres kTA.] An illus- 
tration of the warning in v1. It 
was perhaps another current proverb: 
R. Tarphon (beg. 2nd cent. a.D.) 
lamented that men in his day could 
not accept reproof; if one said to 
another ‘Cast the mote out of thine 
eye,’ he would answer ‘ Cast the beam 
out of thine eye’ (Hrach. 16b; cf. 
B. Bath. 15 b); but this was possibly 
an attack on the N.T. words. For 
the thought cf. Rom. ii. 1, Kidd. 
70a, ‘He who accuses another of a 
fault, has it himself’ Plut. De Cur. 
515d, ré dAXAOTpiov .. . kakdy d€v- 
Sepxeis 7d & idvov wapaPBArAEmeis ; 
Hor. Sat. 1. iii. 25. 

Képgdos (der. kdppw) is a piece of 
dried wood. or straw ; festuca (Vulg.), 
stipula (k). In Gen. viii. 11 it is 
used for 510, ‘ plucked off’ ‘Mote’ 
is the rendering in all Engl. versions. 

4. 9 TOs. KTA.] Lk. ras Sévacat 
déeyerv, and before aes he inserts 
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Ades ex Baron TO Kappos éx Tod 


b60aduod gov, Kab idov 4 Sonos ev TO apl annie cov ; 
vmroKptrd, éxBane Tp@TOV €K TOD bpOaduod cod tiv SoKov, 5 
Kal Tore diaBréyrecs éexBareiv To Kappos éx TOU opParpod 


TOU adehpod cou. 


My Sate TO Gytov Tots evoly, pnd 6 


Bdarnte Tovs Hapyapiras bpsdy eum poo Gev TOV xolpov, a 


Wore KaTaTAaTHTOVoLY avTodS 
atpadevtes pynEwow vpas. 


adeAgé (voc. frequent in Ac, not 
found in Mt, Mk). For dipes ef. 
xxvii. 49, On, Pap.’ 413 des eyo 
airy Opnviow (see Blass, § 64. 2). 
On éxBaddewv see viii. 12. 

5. broxpitd KTA.] See vi. 2, note, 

He is a hypocrite because his un- 

kind criticism takes the outward 
form of a kindly act. On mpérov 
for rpérepov see Blass, § 11.5. dia- 
Brérevv, apart from this context, 
occurs only in Mk. viii. 25, and not 
in the uxx. Aq. has duéBdAe~is in 
Is. lxi. 1. 

6. Dogs and swine. If the verse 
stood in Lk’s source, he may have 
omitted it because it was distasteful 
to his Gentile readers, whom Jews 
called ‘dogs’ Hil, al. explain the 
‘dogs’ as the heathen, and the ‘swine’ 
as heretics, But as the original con- 
text is unknown, an exact inter- 
pretation is impossible. In its 
present position the saying seems 
intended to supply a necessary 
limitation of the command ‘Judge 
not’: the disciple must, after all, 
exercise some discrimination (? in 
teaching). But the transition is 
abrupt. 7d dy.ov, both in number 
and meaning, is strange in parallelism 
with rods papyapitas. It may have 
been originally due to a mistaken 
rendering of the Aram.-NW7P, which 
can also mean ear-ring(s); cf. Prov. 
xi. 22, where ‘an ear-ring (Targ. 
NWP) in a swine’s mouth’ is a 
simile for incongruity. The render- 


év TOUS Toot avTav Kab 


Aireite, kal SoOnceta, wpiv'7 


ing 7d dy.ov might arise from the 
application of the word to sacrificial 
flesh; cf. the converse regulation 
in Ex. xxii. 31. The widespread 
liturgical formula 74. dyva Tots dy ious, 
used before the distribution of the 
Eucharistic elements (cf. Cyr. Jer. 
Myst. v. 19, Chrys. Hom. in Heb. 17, 
Const. Ap. vili. 12), led to. the reading 
7a ayia in min. 157, Chrys. al. The 
words are quoted in Didache ix., in 
forbidding the admission of the un- 
baptized to the Eucharist, and by 
Tert. (De Praescr. xli.), who blames 
heretics for admitting them. On 
the saying 74 proThpid prov éuol 
kal Tots éuots, which Theod. couples 
with this, see Resch, Agrapha’, p. 108 f. 

py wote KTA.] If not merely in- 
tended to heighten the effect of the 
simile, this may describe the violence 
of religious enemies who have learnt 


- enough of Christ’s teaching to use it 


as a handle for persecution. 


7-11. (LK. xi. 9-13.) The value 
of Prayer. 

In Lk. the passage follows the par- 
able of the friend at midnight, and 
the Lord’s Prayer. Here it stands in 
no apparent relation with the context. 

7, 8. aireire xtA.] With the 
symmetrical tautology of the verses 
see vi. 6 (note). The emphasis is 
on the imperatives (v. 7) and parti- 
ciples (v. 8); it is only by asking, 
etc, that the desired end can be 
won. As often, no conditions or 
limitations are attached to the state- 
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ment; in xviii. 19 success is gained 
by corporate prayer, in xxi. 22 by 
believing prayer, but in every case 
An ovx ws éy® Behkw GAN ds od 
(xxvi. 39) is to be understood. 6 Sé 
Kakas (nTOv ovxX evpioxer (Orig.). 
With (nreire «rd. cf. Prov. viii. 17, 
Ox. Pup. iv. p. 4f. py ravodcbw 6 
(nTOv... €ws dv evpy. With xpovere 
KTX. cf. Meg. 12 b, ‘ Mordecai knocked 
at the doors of mercy, and they were 
opened to him’; Pestkta 176 a, 
R. Benaiah (c. a.D. 209) said that a 
man should deeply study the Mishna, 
‘for if he knocks it will be opened 
to him’ ‘Knock’ (whether the 
following vb. be fut. or pres.) does 
not necessarily mean ‘Strive to 
‘enter the Kingdom’ (Zahn); the 
2nd and 3rd clauses are pictorial 
illustrations of the first. 

9. i Tis KTA.] Ov... 6 vids adTov 
seems to be a reproduction of the 
Aram. i193...3, and the insertion of 
py causes an anacoluthon by form- 
ing a separate question. Lk. tiva 
Se e€ ty. rév warépa aitjoes 6 vids 
ix@vv avoids the former but not the 
latter. The v.ll. do not succeed in 
improving the construction. 

érvddoer] porriget (Vulg.), ‘ Will 
hand to him’; cf. Lk. iv. 17, xxiv. 
30, 42.° It needs a higher than 
human wisdom and love to test a 
son by giving him stones instead of 
loaves (iv. 1-4), For ‘loaf’ and ‘stone’ 
Lk. substitutes ‘egg’ and ‘scorpion’ 
after ‘fish’ and ‘serpent.’ 


Io. 7 Kal ix@dv xtXr.] Fish 
would be, next to bread, one of the 
commonest articles of food near the 
Sea of Galilee; the town of Taricheae, 
at the S.W. corner of the lake, de- 
rived its name from the curing of 


fish. Stones on the shore, and 
possibly water-snakes, suggested 
themselves as substitutes. Lk. adds 


kal airnoes Gov, py eridacer adT@ 
oKopriov; (see Plummer). The Lord 
may have employed all three illus- 
trations, two of which were differently 
preserved in the two recensions of 
Q; cf. xxiv. 40 f. note. 

It, ef ody KtX.] With rovnpot 
évres cf. xii. 34. Lk. badpyovtes 
(mot in Mt, Mk.; Lk, Ac.3). In 
comparison with God, all men—even 
kind parents—are ‘evil’ (cf. xix. 17). 
There can be no reference to original 
sin (Jer.) ; nor must zovypot be con- 
fined to the meaning ‘niggardly.’ 
Aug. asks ‘Quomodo mali dant 
bona?’ and replies ‘Quisquis ea 
malus dat, non de suo dat; domini 
est enim terra et plenitudo ejus.’ 
For otéare cf. xxvii. 65, Jam. iv. 17. 
On 6 év 7. ovpavois see vi. 9. Lk. 
has the unique 6 é£ ovpavod, ‘the 
Father who [gives] from heaven’; 
ef. Jam. i. 17. Lk. defines dyada 
by substituting mvedua ayy, ‘an 
outpouring of the Holy Spirit’; 
dya8d is probably nearer to the 
original, including material blessings 
(cf. vi. 25-33) as well as spiritual 
(cf. Rom. viii. 32). 
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12. (Lk. vi, 31.) The Golden Rule. 
In Lk. this follows the passage 
which is parallel with Mt. v. 42. 
Mt. appears to have removed it to 
‘this point to form a general con- 
clusion to the main body of his 
Sermon, the rest of it being an 
epilogue. 
mavta obv KTX.] ody is not in 
logical sequence with v 11, but 
_ sums up the Sermon to this point 
(cf. v 24, v. 48) Lk. has xadas 
GéXere iva xtXr,, and for ovtTws he 
has opoiws after avrois. The 
thought is’found’ widely in negative 
forms : e.g. Tob. iv. 15, 6 purets pndevt 
mowmoys, Philo (ap. Eus. Praep. viii. 
7), & Tus mabey €xOatper pi) rorety 
avrov, Hillel, ‘What is hateful to 
thee, thou shalt not do to thy neigh- 
bour ; this word is the whole law, and 
all else is commentary’ (Shabb. 31 a), 
Ac. xv. 29 (D), doa pur) OéXere Eavtois 
yeiver Oar érépp py Toreiv (so Iren., 
Cypr.). Other parallels, pagan, 
Jewish, and Christian, are collected 
by G. Resch, Das Aposteldekret, 
32-141. The positive form is im- 
measurably higher, and appears to be 
the Lord’s own coinage. It is imi- 
tated by Justin (Dial. 93), Kat 6 tov 
mAyolov ws éavTov ayarav, dep 
éauvtp Bovtrerar dyabd, KaxKeiven 
BovAyjcerar: similarly Clem. Hom. 
vii. 4. 
otros ydp «tA.] Absent from 
Lk. Cf. xxii. 40, and Hillel’s saying 
. quoted above ; see also Ber. R. xxiv. 
(Wiinsche, 112) on ‘This is the 
book etc.’ (Gen. v. 1). The Golden 
Rule is the distilled essence of that 
‘fulfilment’ (v. 17) which is taught 


in the Sermon. As in v, 17, xxii. 
40, itis possible that kat oi rpopnrac 
is a later addition. For oiros 
(instead of totvro) attracted to the 
gender of vduos see Kiihner-Gerth, 
§ 369. 


13-27. . EPILOGUE. Like the 
Book of the Covenant (Ex. xx.—xxiii.), 
the Deuteronomic code (Dt. xii.— 
xxvili.), and the Law of Holiness 
(Lev. xvii—xxvi.), the Lord’s com- 
mentary on the Law closes with 
warnings and exhortations, compiled 
from various sources on a_ basis 
which is represented by Lk. xiii. 24, 
vi. 43-46, xill. 26 f,, vi. 47-49. It 
consists of three contrasts: the Two 
Ways (vv. 13 f.), Profession and real 
Fruit-(vv. 15-23), the Two Founda- 
tions (vv. 24-27). 


13, 14. (Lk, xiii. 24.) The Narrow 
Gate; the Two Ways. 

In Lk., where there is no contrast 
between ‘narrow’ and ‘broad,’ and 
the 606s is not mentioned, a crowd 
is pictured struggling to enter by a 
narrow door, 2.e. perhaps to gain 
admission, at the Last Day, into the 
Kingdom, Lk. gives the words as 
a reply to the question «i dAéyou ot 
cw(opevor; and the use of Ppa led 
to the appending of words parallel 
with Mt. vii. 23. The difference, 
however, between wvAyn and Oipa 
cannot be pressed: each might re- 
present the Aram. IN (so §&); 
and the verbs cicépyerOar (Mt, 
Lk.), edpicxery (Mt.), ioyvew (Lk.) 
may all point to NOD. For civépxe- 
oa. in connexion with the Kingdom 
see v. 20 note. 
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Mts picture is based upon Jer. 
xxi. 8; cf. Dt. xxx. 19. - The simile 
of the Two Ways had a wide currency 
in Jewish and Christian writings: 
eg. Did. i—vi, Barn. xviii.—xx., Secr. 
Enoch xxx. 15, 4 Esd. vii. 7 f,, Test. 
Abr. (James, 88 ff, 112 ff; cf. 
51 ff... See Harnack, Die Apostel- 
lehre u. d. jtid. beiden Wege, 57. 


13. Ore wAareta xtd.] The in- 


sertion of 4 wiAy after rAareia has 
strong support, but the presence of 
mvAn in the first clause and in the 
following verses would lead to its in- 
sertion, and the singulars 7 amdyouca 
and é’ atrjs refer only to 7 odds. 
In the O.T. evpixwpos connotes 
freedom and prosperity (Ps. xxx. 
[xxexn]) 9; Hlos.Siv. 16, Ts..xx35,23) 
mAatvs and evpvx. occur together in 
Is. xxxiii, 21... For the road to 
destruction cf. Ps. i, 6, Prov. xiii. 
15, Xiv. 12, Sir, xxi. 10, amdAca 
recurs in the synn. in xxvi. 8 (Mk. 
xiv. 4) only, with a different mean- 
ing. Kal modAoi xTX.: ‘and many 
are they who enter [into destruction] 
by it’ For did ef. ii. 12. 

14. dtu orevy KTX.] Parallel with 
the éru of v.13; ef. vi. 32 yap... 
yép. The v.l. ri forms an exclama- 
tion combining the riAy of v. 13 a 
with the 606s of v. 13 b. The way 
that leads to life involves straits 
and afflictions; cf. Ac. xiv. 22. 
PAiBer Gas is not elsewhere used of 
place in N.T. or Lxx., but the meta- 
phorical meaning makes itself felt 


14 ot] S*B*i1** Dmme; mw NCBA al LH 
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inthesimile. OAdps and orevoxwpia 
are coupled in Rom. ii. 9, viii. 35, 
as in Deut. xxviii. 53 al. (wy has 
an eschatological force in the synn. 
(see on xviii. 8, and Add. n.); ef. 
Ber. fh. 9, ‘Which way is it that 
leads to the life of the age to come ?’ 
For the Jewish use of the word see 
Dalman, Words, 158 ff., Volz, Jiid. 
Esch. Index s.v. ‘Leben. The fuller 
form (w) aidveos occurs in xix. 16, 
29) (Mik, SLE)) xxv. 46) Uke x15. 
In the 4th Gosp. Christ is the odds 
(xiv. 4 ff.), the rvAyn (x. 7, 9), and 
the (wy (v. 26, xi. 25, xiv. 6), which 
men can have now (i. 4, iii. 36 al.), 
but progressively (iv. 14). On the 
Gk. and Heb. words for ‘life’ see 
Burkitt, ZNW., 1911, 228 ff. 


15-23. (Lk. vi. 43-46, xiii. 26 f.) 
Profession and real Frutt. 

Throughout the section Mt. shapes: 
the sayings into condemnations of 
false teachers; the shorter passages 
in Lk. speak only of unreality in 
personal religion. 


15. mpooéxete kTX.] The narrow 
road is hard to find ; beware of false 
prophets who profess to guide you, 
but for their own advantage. The 
verse, absent from Lk., is akin to 
Xxiv. II, 24, where the coming of 
false prophets is predicted; here 
they are a present evil. False 
Christian prophets did not appear 
till after the Lord’s death, when the 
struggles with Judaizing Christians 
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began; cf. 1 Jo.iv. 1, False Jewish 
prophets are mentioned in Ac. xiii. 
6, 2 Pet. ii. 1. Their counterparts 
in Christianity are also called 
evdodiddorxador (2 Pet. Lc.), pevd- 
améoroAot (2 Cor. xi. 13). In Zach. 
xiii, 2, Jerem.? Pevdorpopyrys re- 
presents N'23, his falseness being 
shewn by the context. The pseudo- 
‘ prophet of Apoc. xvi. 13, xix. 20, xx. 
10 symbolizes a different peril (see 
Swete on xiii. 11). For mpovéxev 
do see Blass, § 34. I n. 
oitwes KTA.] On Goris for ds 
see ii, 6. In outward appearance 
they are sheep, «te. Christians. 
évoup. mpoBdrwv seems to mean no 
more than this, but some see in it a 
reference to the prophet’s mantle of 
hair (cf. iii. 4, Zach. xiii. 4). Tert., 
Just., Clem. Al. have déppaccv, which 
Blass would read here. 
in this sense cf. Ez. xxii. 27, Zeph. 
jii. 3, Jo. x. 12, Ac. xx. 29. Wolves 
call for greater caution than dogs 
and swine (v. ); ot pev yap wpo- 
Roynpevor Kal avepoi, obrou de 
cvverkiacpévor (Chrys.). 


16-20. (Lk. vi. 43 f) 
bad trees. 


16. ard tov Kaprov KTA.] Mt. 
has added the first sentence to con- 
_ nect the simile of the trees with the 
prophets; the plur. ery wdoer Oe 
corresponds with T pooeXere. In 
xii, 33 he has éx yap Tov Kaprov 
7) Sevdpov yeviéoKerat, which is a 
closer parallel with Lk.’s exagTov 
yp, devdpov éx Tov idiov Kaproo 


ywooxerat. Cf. Ign. Eph. xiv. 2, 


Good and 


For AvKou - 


ov dvvatas dSévdpov aryabov 18 


pavepov 7d Sévdpov dard ToD Kaprod 
avtov. For the thought cf. Sir. 
XXViil. 6. On Kapmds see iii. 8. 


peajte ovddA€yovrw xKtr.] This 
sentence and v, 18 appear in Lk. in 
the converse order; and he has a 
positive statement (od ydp . 
ovAXéy.) for the question. For ae 
(‘numquid’) expecting the answer 
No, cf. xii, 23, xxvi. 22. “Thorns’ 
and ‘thistles’ occur together in Heb. 
was 0, Goa. i 19; Hoax 8. Lk, 
has ‘figs from thorns,’ and ‘a grape- 
cluster from a bramble-bush’ (dros), 
adding, with the latter, the correct 
verb tpvyaouv. S. James (iii. 12) 
imitates the saying. Cf. Berak. 48 a 
‘A gourd a gourd [te each gourd] 
is known by its branch’; and there 
are many class. parallels. 

17. ovtw «TA.] Absent from 
Lk. In quality, as in species, like 
produces like. With Semitic re- 
dundancy the statement is made 


first positively, and then (v. 18) 
mepattvely: 
18. od Sdtvaras Kr] A closer 


parallel with Lk. than xii. 33, where 
mov is used differently. dyaOds | 
alternates with xaAds, and campds 
with zovnpds, apparently for the 
sake of variety (in xii. 33 and Lk. 
only xaXdés and campés are used); 
and for the same reason eveyKeiv 
with woveitv; cf. Ez. xvii. 8. The 
saying must be balanced by instances 
in which the Lord saw the possi- 
bilities of good in bad people. Here, 
as in xii. 33 ff., He deals with the 
principle that evil as such cannot 
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produce good; cf. Job xiv. 4. oampds 
is not ‘rotten,’ for a rotten tree 
would produce no fruit of any kind, 
but ‘worthless’; cf. xii. 33, xiii. 48. 
At this point Lk. (vi. 45) has a saying 
which Mt. inserts at xii. 35. 

19. wav Sevdpov xrr.] Absent 
from Lk. Repeated verbatim from 
ili. ro (see note). For other instances 
in which echoes of the Baptist’s 
teaching are ascribed to Jesus see 
iii. 2 note. The saying is further 
echoed in Jo. xv. 6. 

20. dpaye xtX.] Absent from Lk. 
The words resume v. 16 b, an inference 
being drawn from the intervening 
argument: ‘so then you see that, 
etc’ The strengthened form dpaye 
in the N.T. occurs only in xvii. 26 ; 
cf. Ac. xvii. 27. 


21-23. (Lk. vi. 46, xiii. 26 f.) 
Warning against Self-deception. 

21. o0 was KTX.] -Lk. (vi. 46) has 
ti O€ pe KaXeire kK. kK. Kal ov TroLeiTeE 
a déyw; which is in harmony with 
his next verse (= Mt. v. 24); in Lk. 
the character of disciples in the pre- 
sent is dealt with, in Mt. that of the 
false teachers, which will be revealed 
at the Last Day. For kipre Kipue 
ef. xxv. 11, Ps. eviii. [cix.] 21, cxl. 
[exli.] 8. rade A€yer Kdpros Kipios 
is frequent in Ezek. «dpe (Aram. 
‘12) often oecurs as a form of polite 
address to Jesus in Mt., Lk., Jo.; in 
Mk. only in vii. 28, by a foreigner. 
But here it is more than that, since 
in v. 22 it is addressed to Him in 


His supreme power at the Last Day. 
During His lifetime not only the 
Jews (viii. 19, xii. 38, xxii. 16, 24, 
36), but also the disciples (Mk. iv. 
38, 1x13 8s X13 55, Xi else ike kta 
ef. Mt. xxvi. 18), probably addressed 
Him only as dvddoKade, i.e, Rabbi 
(Mk. ix. 5, xi. 21, Jo.” ; cf. Mt. xxiii, 
7 f., xxvi. 25, 49), for which Lk. 
usually has éruotdéra (see Dalman, 
Words, 324-340); in Mk. x. 51, 
Jo. xx. 16 the still more respectful 
paBBovvi is used. xKipre was the 
later title of worship, adopted in 
consequence of the Resurrection (cf. 
1 Cor. xii. 3). In two passages (viii. 
25, xvii. 4) Mt. uses the later title 
where Mk. and Lk. have the earlier. © 
The present verse affords no indica- 
tion that Q was later in date than 
Mk. (Wellh.); see Mackennal, Inter- 
preter, Oct. 1912. On mowv 7d 
OéAnpa [NS OeAjpata] KTA. see vi. 
10 b note, and cf. xii. 50. 

22. moAAoi xtXr.] Lk. (xiii. 26), 
beginning tére dp£erOe Aye, 
pictures men at the Last Day 
claiming to have been disciples, 
because they had associated with 
Jesus on earth; Mt. pictures ‘many’ 
claiming to have been Christian 
preachers and miracle-workers. ‘That 
Day’ (dies trae dies alla) is a common 
eschatological expression ; cf. Is. x,. 
20, Hos. i. 5, Am. ix. 11, Mt. xxiv. 
36, xxvi. 29 (Mk. xiv. 25), Lk. xvii. 
31, °EX1. 345-2) Chess wom alam 
18, iv. 8; for Apocalyptic reff. see 
Volz, Jud. Esch. 188 f. 
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ov T@ OG dvopate krr.] Compare 
the false prophets in Israel, Jer. xiv. 
EA XXvil, 15. 
instrumental, and has the same force 
as’ev, éré c. dat. (see on xxviii. 19) and 
Sid, dard which occur in patr. writings. 
- Attempts to exorcise by the name of 
Jesus were both successful (Mk. ix. 38) 
and unsuccessful (Ac. xix. 13-16); 
unworthy Christians ‘preached Christ’ 
(Phil. i. 17), and miracles of healing 
were probably performed by the use 
of His name as a magical formula; 
see Heitmiiller, Im “Namen Jesu, 
‘Tambornino, De Antiquorum Dae- 
_monismo, 27—54, and extracts from 
a Christian incantation in Milligan, 
Pap. No. 47. Miracles are not of 
the first importance (Lk. x. 20), and 


a faith which can do them is not 


necessarily a right faith (1 Cor. xiii. 
2). ‘Adde : commentarios et observa- 
tiones exegeticas ad libros et loca V. 
et N.T. scripsimus, homilias insignes 
habuimus, etc.’ (Beng.). 

23. kat tore xtA.] Lk. (xiii. 
27) has kat épe?, the subject being 
6 oikodeorétns. The synn. contain 
many references to the Last Judg- 
ment, and to judgment by the Son 
of Man ; but the latter is not spoken 
‘of in Mk. or Lk. before the prediction 
of the Passion which followed S. 
Peter’s confession, and only in Mt. 
does Jesus explicitly claim to be 
Himself the Judge. 

ovderote kTA,] All the time that 
ye were prophesying, etc, in My 
name, I never recognized you for 
what you professed to be. For 
éyvev cf, 2 Tim. ii. 19, which seems 
to be influenced by the present pass- 
age; and see Mt. xxv. 12, where 


The dative is here’ 


oida, has a somewhat different force. 
Lk. here has Aeyw ipiv ovK« oida 
bpas wOOev eore, 

droxwpeite xKTA.] A. quotation 
from Ps. vi. 9, amoornte am’ énod 
mavTes ob Epyaopevor THY dvopiay. 
Lk. has aadotynte dm’ éuov wévtes 
épydra. aduxias: this agrees with 
the Lxx. in the first half, and Mt. in 
the second. For the thought cf. 
XXV. 4I. dzoxwpeiv recurs in the 
N.T. in Lk. ix. 39, Ac. xiii. 13 only, 
and is rare in the Lxx. ; aduordvas 
is frequent in the Lxx. and in Lk., 
Ac., but does not occur in Mt., Mk. 
avopia and dduxia are both frequent 
in the Lxx., but Mt. uses the former 
only, and Lk.:the latter only (each 
4 times), none of them in parallel 
passages except here. The relation, 
therefore, of the source or sources of 
the evangg. to the Lxx. in this 
passage remains a problem. 

On theapocryphalsaying attributed 
to the Naz. Gosp. éeav ite ev To 
KoA pov kat 7) GéAnpa Tod TaTpds 
pov Tov év ovpavois pa) TounTe, EK 
Tov KOATov pov aroppi~a wpas (cf. 
2 Clem. iv.), see Texte u. Untersuch., 
TOUT .207. 14 

24-27. (Uk. vi. 47-49.) The Two 
Foundations. 

In Mt. the houses are built upon 
rock and sand respectively ; in Lk. 
the digging is emphasized, which is 
deep enough to reach rock (which 
Harnack improbably thinks is due 
to the writer’s reflexion that in this 
case the nature of the soil is im- 
material), while the second house is 
built ‘upon the ground without a 
foundation. In Mt. the rain, the 
floods (zorapot), and the winds cause 

H 
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25 noev avtod THY olkiay émt 7 mer pay. 
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27 bats @Kodopnocev avTod tiv oixiay éml Thy Gupov. Kat 
xatéBn 1 Bpoxn Kal 7rAOay of wotapol Kal émvevoay ot 
dveyor Kat mpocéexowav TH oikia éxelvn, Kal émecev, Kai Hv 
) TTACLS aUTHS peyary. 


24 Touvrous] om B* Hag'km & pal Cyp 


Cee ee le ee: 


Kal waren a 


a great ‘fall’; in Lk. the flood 
(rotapos) alone breaks against the 
house and causes a great ‘breaking up.’ 

24. mas obv KTA.] obv introduces 
the conclusion of the whole Sermon ; 
cf. v. 12, v. 48. cTovrovs refers to 
the foregoing sermon ; its omission 
(see Appar.) is probably a harmoniza- 
tion with Lk.: rds 6 épxdpevos mpds 
pe Kal axovwv pov tov Adywv KTA, 


See Plummer (St. Mat.) on the great- 


ness of the claim involved in pov. 
Cf. Prov. i. 33, and for the contrast 
between the two houses, Prov. xiv. 
11, The fut. duowOjceras occurs 
only in v. 26, xxv. 1, but has parallels 
in the Lxx.; Mt. also has apouwOn 
' (see xiii, 24 note). Lk.: trodet~w 
dpiv tive early Spowos (vod, in 
this sense in Lk. Ac. only). See 
xi. 16 note, pwpds is absent from 
Lk; cf Mt xxv tort ities 
confined to Mt.” of the synn., 
poviwos occurs in Mt.7, Lk.? On 
dors for ds see ii. 6. wérpa is not 
the rock of xvi. 18 (Jer.), nor Christ’s 
teaching (Chrys.); the rock founda- 
tion is simply a metaphor for a 
condition of safety (cf. Ps. xxvi. 
[xxvil.] 5, xxxix. [x].] 3, lx []xi.] 3). 
See the similar metaphor in Sir. xxii. 
16-18, 


25. Kal KatéBn KTr.] Bpoxy is 


a rare word ; cf. Ps. lxvii. [Ixvili.] 10, 
eiy.. [ev.] 32, Sym. Prov. xxy. 23 
(all= 03), Orac. ap. Clem. Prot. 
viii. 77. In two papyri of the Ist 
and 2nd cent. Bpoyai are artificial 
inundations (Om. ii. 280. 5, iii. 593), 
and «@Ppoxos, ‘not inundated,’ is 
fairly frequent. otf worapoé are the 
rush of waters caused by the torrent 
of rain, Lk. rAnupidpys 6 yevouevns 
mpocépngev 6 rorapos, omitting rain 
and winds. mpoomimrew (usually 
‘fall down, ‘do obeisance’) nowhere 
occurs with the exact meaning ‘ fall 
against’; but cf. Prov. xxv. 20, 
mpoorerdov Taos ev THpare Kapdiav 
Avrei. Lachmann, followed by Blass, 
conjectures mpooéraicay; see Field 
on Sym. Ps. xe. [xci.] 12 (LXx. mpoo- 
komrewv). With Lk.’s rpocepnéev ef. 
Aq. Ps, ii, 9 (LXx. ouvtpiwpes). The 
original of both, and of zpooéxowev 
27) may have been NNN, as in &. 
kal ovx érecev ktX.] Lk. xal odx 
inxvoev caredoas adtny Sud Td KAAS 
oixodopnoba: aitiv. The complete 
difference of wording, with identity 
of meaning, points to the free use of 
the parable by early preachers. For 
a Rabb. parallel see JTRS. xiv. 618. 
27. Kal Ee KTA.] . mpoo- 
KOmrelv (usually ‘stumble against’) 
occurs in Is. iii. 5 for 275, ‘to 
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storm’ (see note above). Kal jv 7 
mragis KTA. ‘And [the extent of] 
its ruin was great,’ te. ‘large por- 
tions of the house fell’ aroaccs is 
frequent in the uxx. for mPa, 
nbpn ; in Nah. iii -3  Bapeia 
TOTS = 3B 133, ‘a mass of corpses’ 
(|| tAnOos tpavpatiov). Lk. éyéveto 
TO pyypa péya (cf. Am. vi. 11 [12)). 
28, 29. Editorial Conclusion. 


28. Kai éyévero xtX.] A formula 
employed by Mt. after each of his 
five principal collections of the Lord’s 
sayings (2.¢. chs. V.—Vii., X., Xlil., xViii., 
XXlii—xxv.), as a transition to the 
following narrative. Since the 
Aoyiwv kupiaxov eEjynots of Papias 
consisted of five books (Eus. HE. iii. 


38) Nestle suggests (ZNW., 1900, | 


252 ff.) that the Logia used by Mt. 
may have been arranged in five 
groups. The phrase is somewhat 
similar in Lk. vii. 1 a, and may have 
been suggested here by Q. kal 
éyévero (a LXX. expression, common 
in Lk.) is not found in Mt. except in 
these formulas. 


eLerAjnoocovto KTA.] The dyAou 
were not present at the delivery of 
the Sermon (v. 1), but Mt. mechani- 
cally follows Mk. i. 22 (= Lk. iv. 32) ; 
he now returns to the Marcan 
narrative, which he last employed 
in iv. 23. The efovoia of Jesus 
was felt, not in the novelty of all 
that He said, but in His inborn 
knowledge of right and wrong. The 
Scribes rested mainly on the authority 
of antiquity and precedent. The 
Apocalyptic writers claimed to give 
out something new, learned by im- 
mediate inspiration, but their specula- 
tions did not touch the life of the 
masses; the Lord dealt not merely 
with the future, but also with the 
living present as a preparation for 
it. Of. Jo. vii. 46; and see Swete 
on Mk. i. 22. 

29. Hv yap xtA.] Theconstruction 
is modelled on the Aram. (see Moulton 
i. 227). In Mk. the best reading 
omits avrOv; its addition in Mt. 
reflects a feeling against the Jews as 
a hostile body; cf. iv. 23, 1x. 35, x. 
iG Sal, Sis Sabb, Bie, 


Additional Note on the Sermon on the Mownt. 


Mt.’s material may be arranged as follows : 


§ 1. Discourse common to Mk. and Lk.— 


Mt. Lk. 
(a) Vee3 Vi 20 
4,16* 21b, 21a 
5, 7-10 we 
Lia Ge) 2223 
(b) 38-42 29, 30 
43-48* 27, 28, 32— 


Mt. Lk. 

() vii. 1, 2 vi. 37, 38b 
o=5 41, 42 
t2* 31 

(d) 16-20 43, 44 
21 46 
24-27 47-49 
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§ 2. Scattered passages collected by Mt.— 


se 18) Vie es aes 5 vi, 19-21 xil. 33, 34 
(Mk. ix. 50) 22823 xi. 34-36 
15 aly Seu Gabbe (op 24 Xvi. 13 
Mk. iv. 21) 25-33 xli. 22-31 
18, 19 Xvi. 17 vil. 7-11 xl, 9-13 
25, 26 xu. 58, 59 13, 14 xill. 24 
Be xvi. 18 2223 Kill, 26,°2,7 
vi. 9-13 xl. 2-4 


§ 3. Passages peculiar to Mt.— ; 
¥. 14,-16, 23, 24,°31, Vie. 7) Ost4y lt by VR ONS. 

§ 4. Discourse peculiar to Mt.— 

Thesis: v. 17 (18 f.), 20. 


(1) The Righteousness of the Scribes, v. 21-37: Murder (vv. 21, 22), 
Adultery (vv. 27-30), False Oaths (vv. 33-37). 

(2) The Righteousness of the Pharisees, vi. 1-6, 16-18: The general 
Principle (v. 1), Alms (vv. 2—4), Prayer (vv. 5, 6), Fasting (vv. 16-18). 


Our Lord must frequently have delivered public discourses, which were 
not collections of disjointed aphorisms, but formal handlings of definite 
themes. And it need not be supposed that the disciples were so lacking 
in ability that they could not remember some of these themes, and the 
main outline of His treatment of them. Two themes which they would 
be more likely to remember than any others are (1) the moral characteristics 
that He desired to see in His followers, and (2) the relation of these 
characteristics to the laws and customs of His nation. The first of these, 
found in § 1 above, forms the whole content of Lk.’s sermon. With the 
exception of a few verses (indicated by asterisks) the order is the same in 
both gospels. The section comprises: (a) The condition which Jesus 
pronounces happy. (6) Injunctions of friendliness and love. (c) Prohibitions 
of behaviour which will injure this friendliness. (d) Concluding sayings 
which declare that character is shewn by its results. This discourse 
doubtless stood in Q, as also the scattered passages in § 2. Whether Q 
contained any of the sayings in § 3 cannot be determined; but the notes 
shew, in each case, that they do not stand in their original context. § 4, 
which contains the remainder of Mt.’s material, consists of a complete and 
coherent discourse on the second of the two great themes, Harnack 
(Sayings, 129) thinks that it cannot have stood in Q, because it is too 
distinctively anti-Jewish. That it was the work of Mt., or of any other 
early Christian, is utterly improbable. The moral insight which could 
penetrate to the spiritual ‘fulfilment’ of the Mosaic laws is that of the Lord 
Himself, and of none other. But Lk.’s omission of the verses needs to be 
accounted for, Stanton (Gosp. as Hist. Doc. 80-4) stiggests that the 
Logian document in its original Aramaic form contained (a) the common 
material of Mt. and Lk. (§§ 1, 2), and (6) the verses in § 4, virtually in the 
form in which Mt. now has them; this Aram. original appeared in two 
Greek translations, one intended for Jews, the other for Gentiles; 
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and the translator of the latter omitted all that he deemed unsuitable for 
Gentiles, including jxotcate . .. éyd Sé Aéyw stpiv in the sayings on 
Retaliation and on Love and Hatred ; and having omitted the condemnations 
of hypocrisy in alms, prayer, and fasting, he added the Woes (Lk. vi. 24 ff.) 
as a sort of generalization of them (cf. Lk.’s dm éxere THY TapaKkAnow buov 
with Mt.’s aréxovow tov picOdv atrov). It is true that Lk. would hardly 
have ventured to set aside the passage on the Law, if he had found it ready 
translated in his document; but it is scarcely less improbable that a 
translator would have set it aside if he had found it in his Aram. document. 
Moreover the explanation does not account for the fact that in Mt. 
Retaliation (v. 39-42) is followed by Love and Hatred (v. 44-48), while 
Lk. inserts the former in the middle of the latter. Allen (p. 71) thinks 
that Lk. must have derived his sermon from an unknown source, after it 
had passed through many alterations and mutilations, and that he, or the 
writer of his source, omitted the passages about the Law because of their 
polemical character. Votaw (HDB. Extr. vol. p. 1 ff.) allows a large place 
not only to Aram. oral tradition, but, in the case of Lk., to Greek written 
records, as well as a Greek form of the Logia, and in the case of both 
evangelists, to their own selection and presentation of the Gospel material. 

While it is clear that Mt. and Lk. employed different recensions of Q, 
the history of which cannot be traced, the most serious difficulty would be 
removed if we could suppose that the discourse on the Law (§ 4) was 
originally circulated as an independent document. Mt. may have found it 
so, or it may already have been attached, at some point (not necessarily in 
the Sermon) to the recension of Q which he used. Finding the sayings on 
Retaliation, and’ on Love and Hatred, arranged in the form in which Lk. 
has them, he altered the order, adding wv. 38 and 43, and ey 8€ Aéyw tiv, 
thus making them similar to the preceding sayings in his discourse. 
Derivation from an independent source would also account for the Greek 
form *IepoooAvpa (v. 35) in an utterance of Jesus (see on xxii. 37). 
Lastly, the command ‘Judge not’ (vii. 1) affords no sequence with the 
preceding verses, but is closely connected with v. 44-48 (Love excludes 
censorious judgment); and in Lk. the parallels to v. 48 and vii 1 are 
‘placed together ; that is, v. 44-48, with vv. 31 f., 38-42, were added by 
Mt., not omitted by Lk. or his source. 


On the 


viii, 1-4. (Mk.-i. 40-45, Lk. v. 
12-16.) A LEPER HEALED. 

Having. made use (in vii. 29) of 
Mk. i. 22, Mt. here omits the healing 
of the demoniac (Mk. i. 23-28, Lk. 
iv. 33-37). Of the three reasons 
which Allen suggests for this, perhaps 
the most cogent is that it was useful 
to place the incident of the leper im- 
mediately after the Sermon, because 
it illustrates the Lord’s attitude to- 


wards legal ceremonies, 
disarrangement of Mk. in Mt. viii, 
ix. see Hawkins, HapT. xii. 471 ff., 
abel, Ze) 1 

1, xataBavros d€ xtA.] On the 
gen. absol. followed by atr@ (cf. v. 
5) see Moulton i. 74. The dxAor 
moAXoié are those of iv. 25 ; but dpa 
pdevt eins (v. 4) implies that no 
crowds were present. On the position 
of the incident in Mk. see J. Weiss, 
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Das dlt. Hv. 152. Lk. writes ‘And 
it came to pass when He was 
in one of the cities, in accordance 
with the words of Jesus in Lk. iy. 
43. The command ‘shew thyself to 
the priest’ suggests that Jerusalem 
was near, and that the incident 
occurred in Judaea; which is borne 
out by Lk. iv. 44, where Jovéadas is 
the true reading. Seen. before v. 1. 

2. kal ido¥ KTA.] On Kal iSov see 
i. 20. For Aempds (so Mk.) Lk. has 
dvip wAnpns Aerpas: an extreme 
case appealed to him as a physician. 
On the impf. tpocextver ‘besought’ 
see Blass, § 57. 4. xvpve (so Lk.) is 
absent from Mk.; see vii. 21 note. 
The Jewish feeling that leprosy was 
pollution shews itself in the fact that 
in the Gospels the healing of it is 
always xa@upiferv, not Oepamedvery or 
(except Lk. xvii. 15) i@oOa. Cf. x. 
Ch adh GA AUR hE My, sayie Ti Ibn 
the O.T. xa@apifery mean ‘to pro- 
nounce clean’ (130); cf. Lev. xiii. 6, 
23, 34, 37; hence J. Weiss (lc.) 
suggests that the man asked Jesus 
to pronounce him clean, but that 
Jesus, being loyal to the Law, told 
him to go to the priest ; a narrative 
which originally illustrated His 
attitude to the Law was transformed 
by tradition into a miracle. 

3. Kal exteivas KTA.] Mk.’s orAay- 
xvicbeis (D L dpyro Geis) is omitted ; 
Mt.-and Lk. frequently omit words 
which ascribe human emotions to 
Jesus; cf. the omission of éuBpiunod- 
pevos atr@ in the next verse (see 
Hawkins, Hor. Syn. 96, 99, Allen, p. 
xxxi.). Mt., however, uses orAay xvi- 
(eoOas five times, and euBpipacdar 


in ix. 30. By touching the leper, 
the Lord allowed the ceremonial law 
of uncleanness to give way before 
the higher principle of love; see 
xy. I1 note. Patr. writers contrast 
Elisha who did not touch Naaman 
the leper. 

4. dpa pdevi eirns] The man 
was to report himself to the priests, 
but not publish openly the manner 
of his cure. For similar injunctions 
of silence see ix. 30, xii. 16 (Mk. iii. 
12), xvii. 9 (Mk. ix. 9), Mk. i. 34 
(Lk. iv. 41), v. 43 (LE. viii. 56), vii. 
36, viii. 26; the Lord’s purpose 
seems to have been to suppress the 
growth of public excitement about 
Himself which would make people 


flock to Him as a mere: wonder- 


worker, instead of listening to His 
message, and would also impede His 
work by fanning the hostility of 
the authorities. See Sanday, J7AS.,, 
Apr. 1904, Burkitt, AJTh., Apr. 
1911. For 6pav py cf. xviii. 10, and 
Brerew pH xxiv. 4; neither occurs 
in the Lxx.; contrast the imper. 
alone (Mt. ix. 30, xxiv. 6), and dpare 
kai (xvi. 6, Lk. xii. 15, Ex. xxy. 40). 

dAXa traye kTA.] In accordance 
with Lev. xiv. 2. When the cere- 
monial law did not conflict with 
higher principles, the Lord observed 
it as a loyal member of His race (cf. 
Lk. xvii. 14), 7d d0pov: cf. v. 23 f., 
XV. 5, xxiii. 18 f.; it is the Heb. and 
Aram, ]3 2, 127? (Korban, cf. Mk. vii. 
11), and refers to the offerings speci- 
fied in Lev. xiv. 10. Mk., Lk. have 
Tpooéveyke mept Tov Kabapicpod 
gov @ [Lk. Kaus] xrA., explaining 
the law more clearly for non-Jewish 
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readers. Jesus, as Man, speaks from 
the intellectual standpoint of His 
day and country in naming Moses 
as the author of the passage in Lev. 
The man’s offering was to be eis 
papriprov avrots (cf. x. 18 (Mk., Lk.), 
aoiy, t4, Mk. vi. 11 (Lk, ix, 5); 
elsewhere only Jam. v. 3), %6 a 
witness to the priests, not that he 
had recovered, a fact which they 
would investigate asthe Law enjoined, 
but either that there was a Power 
in the world capable of healing 
leprosy, or, more probably, that 
Jesus was not hostile to the Law, 
since He had bidden the man to 
obey it. 

Mt. shuns Mk.’s remaining state- 
ments that the man disobeyed Jesus 
by publishing the matter, thereby 
forcing Him to remain in deserted 
places whither the people thronged to 
Him(see Allen), Lk. tones themdown 
to dunpxeto S€ padrdAov 6 Adyos rept 
avtov, omitting dare pyKete adrd 
SivacOat xrX., and characteristically 
adds that Jesus was ‘praying’ while 
in retirement. On features of Mk.’s 
narrative appearing in Mt. ix. 30f. 
see Add. note p. 129. 

G13. (LK, vil. I-10, xiii. 28 f.; 
ef. Jo. iv. 46-53.) A CENTURION’S 
SERVANT HEALED. 

Lk. places the incident immediately 
after the Sermon on the Plain, a 
position which it probably held in 
Q; he shews, as often, that he 
employed a different recension of 
the source from that known to Mt, 
but the only reason for doubting 
that the incident stood in Q is the 
assumption that the latter contained 
only sayings of Jesus, with no nar- 


Kupie, 6 mais pov BéBrnTar év TH oikia mapa- 6 


rative or with the briefest possible 
narrative settings. Lk. connects the 
incident with the Sermon by erred) 
er Anpwrev mévra TO pyuaro, avrov 
eis TAS Gkoas TOU Aaov (see Mt. vii. 
28 note). 

5. etreAOdvros S€ xrA.] For the 
gen. absol. followed by air@ see v. I. 
‘After these things’ (%sin Lk), instead 
of the first clause, possibly represents 
the true reading (see Burkitt, Hv. da 
Meph. ii. 237). On Capharnaum 
see iv. 13. The form éxatdvrapxos 
occurs in .Xen.; %* has the earlier 
-xns. InJo.iv. 46 he isa BaotAckds, 
“an officer of the king’ (.¢. of Herod 
Antipas) ; cf. Aphr. ‘a king’s slave’; 
and some have thought that he was 
a Jew (eg. Ambr.); but Mt. and 
Lk. almost. certainly thought of him 
as a Gentile. The class. meaning of 
mapaxaXeiv, ‘to call to one’s aid, 
passes in later Gk. into that of 
‘beseech,’ rare in the Lxx., .but 
common in the N.T.; cf. wv. 31, 34. 


6. Ktpte KTX.] Lk. has dotAos 
for ruts. Mt. may have understood 
mais to mean vids (so Jo.); contrast 
tr. dovrAw pov (v. 9). BEeBAnrau, ‘has 
been laid (on a bed of sickness)’ 
answers to the Aram. NO7; cf. v. 14, 
ix, 2, Mk. vii: 39; Aesop, Fab. 2575 
Aios & bro Kuvav OnxOels Kal KaKds 
mésxov eBeBrAynto. On Bacavifo- 
pevos see iv. 24. In Lk. the servant’s 
illness is described by the evang., 
Kakas eyov jpedAev TeAcuTav, and 
the centurion does not come, but 
sends ‘elders of the Jews, who ex- 
plain that he is worthy of receiving 
the favour that-he asks, ‘for he 
loveth our nation and himself built 
our synagogue for us, ze he was a 
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pesh. go (ut Lc) 


Gentile well disposed to Judaism, 
and perhaps a proselyte. 

7. €y@ €hOwv xtr.] The patient’s 
condition made it impossible for him 
to be brought to Jesus, and the hope 
is implied, which Lk. makes explicit, 
that Jesus will come to him. The 
Lord’s answer should probably be 
printed as a question (see next verse). 
If the centurion was-a Gentile, it 
was pollution for a Jew to enter his 
house, and Jesus tries his faith by 
asking ‘Am I to come and heal him ? 
—la Jew?’ éy# is emphatic, and 
Oeparreviow is a deliberative subj. 

8. ovK eipi ikavds KTA.] Cf. iii, 
11. On iva see Moulton, i. 208. 
ixavos tva (not in Lxx.) occurs only 
in the parallel, Lk. vii. 6, a sign of 
dependence upon a written Gk. 
source. The centurion assents to the 
question (‘ Yes, I know I am not 
worthy’), but only as a preliminary 
to the further request (see xv. 27 
note). If the Lord’s words é¢yo 
éhOdv xrd, are a direct statement 
assenting to the request that He 
would come, the humble answer, 
with its profound faith, is called 
forth by no apparent cause. On the 
position of pov see JThS., Jan. 1909, 
263. ire XOyw: for the dat. of 


the instrument cf. v. 16, Ac. ii. 40, 
and for the use of eizeiv cf. iv. 3. Lk. 
relates that Jesus went with them, 
and when He was near the house the 


centurion sent friends saying xvpue 


ph oxtrAdAov (cf. Mk. v. 35 =Lk. 


eae ‘ > \ € / ] - 
Vili. 49), 00 yap ixavés eps KTA. 


9. Kal yap eyd KTA.] For xal yap, 
nam etiam, ef. xv. 27 (Mk. vii. 28), - 
Mk.-x. 45 (see Blass, § 78.6). dv 
would be expected for eiui, and ¢xw 
for €xwv (Wellh.): ‘for even I [in 
my subordinate position], a man 
placed under authority, have soldiers, 
etc.” so that I know what it is to 
receive obedience to a word of com- 
mand. dvOpwirés «ius does not 
imply that he thought Jesus was - 
other than man; the implied contrast 
is not with dvOp. but with itd 
e€ovciay: Jesus was subject to no 
human authority in His work. 

10. dkovoas 6€ ktA.] The Lord, 
as Man, was not above surprise ; cf. 
Mk. vi. 6. Mt. does not often 


preserve words ascribing to Him 


human emotions (see v. 3 note). On 
dpav A€yw vy. see v. 18. 

map ovdevi xtrX.]_ Jesus often 
spoke of the faith of those who 
appealed to Him; see ix. 22, 29, 
xv. 28, Mk. x. 52, Lk. vii. 50, xvii. 
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- 19, and cf. Mt. ix. 2; it was as neces- 
sary on the side of the recipient as 
the exercise of power on His (ef. xiii. 
58=Mk. vi. 6); 9) mwioris Sdvapis 
Tis TOU Geov (Clem. Al). It was not 
belief in Him as divine, but confidence 
that He could perform a miracle ; 
many Jews shewed such a faith, but 
only the Canaanite woman reached 
. the same height as the centurion, in 
believing that the wonder could be 
wrought at a distance (see xv. 28). 
But in bkoth cases the chief matter 
to the evang. (emphasized in the v.l. 
as in Lk.)is the notable exception in 
the mission of Jesus to Jews. 

eT, b2,- (LK. xi. 28, 29.) ° ‘The 
original context of these words is 
doubtful. Mt, in placing them 
here, understands them to refer to 
the admission of Gentiles into the 
Kingdom; the centurion’s faith is 
interpreted as a ‘faith unto salvation.’ 
Lk. places them, more suitably, after 
‘the passage which is parallel with 
Mt. vii. 21f., in a context which 
contains no mention of Gentiles. 

11, A€yw Oe piv Stu xTA.] The 
saying, an allusion to Ps. evi. [cvii.] 
3 (cf. also Mal. i. 11), is thus con- 
nected with the incident. Lk. omits 
moAdXoi, and after Svopav adds kal 
amd Boppa kat vérov, either based 
on a text of the Ps. which read }'2"D 
for 0%, or interpreting for Gentile 
readers Mt.’s O.T. expression which 
means ‘from all quarters of the 
world’ (cf. xxiv. 27). The joys of the 
coming age were frequently depicted 
in Jewish writings as a banquet, cf. 


Xxll. I-14, xxvi. 29, Lk. xiv. 15, 
Xxli. 30, Apoc. xix. 9 (see Dalman, 
Words, 1 10-13, Volz, Jtid. Esch. 331); 
different minds would treat the sym- 
bol with varying degrees of material 
literalism or of spiritual understand- 
ing. Lk, transfers the names of the 
patriarchs (adding kat mdvras Tovs 
tpopiytas) to the next verse, which 
he places first. For the bearing of 
the passage on xi. 11 see note there. 


12. of 8€ viol xrA.] Cf. xiii. 
38 (see Deissm. Bible St. 162 ff.). 
Another Jewish thought: sonship 
involves heirship. In virtue of their 
birth, Jews thought that they had 
a natural right to the privileges of 
the Kingdom; ‘a son of the age to 
come’ occurs frequently in the Talm., 
cf. of viol tov ai@vos tovrov, Lk. 
xvi. 8 (see Dalman, Words, 115 f.). 
In the Lord’s mouth the words can 
mean ‘all Jews who trust in their 
Judaism,’ in contrast not necessarily 
with Gentiles, as Mt. understands it 
by placing the saying here, but with 
Jews whose character truly fitted 
them for the Kingdom (ee iii. 9, v. 
3, 10, vii. 21); cf. vids yeévyns (xxiii. 
15). % Baordreia, with no further 
definition, occurs only in Mt., iv. 23, 
1x) 35,cki21. 19, 30, xxiv.14, Uk. xii. 
32, in the last four, as here, in words 
ascribed to the Lord. Dalman(Words, 
95 f.) holds that the expression arose 
in the Christian Church later than 
the life of Jesus, since in early Jewish 
literature ‘the Kingdom’ meant only. 
the secular government. 

exBAnOyocovras KTA.] The Aram, 
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pba, ‘to go out’ (see the vl. efedev- 
govrat), does duty for a passive 
corresponding to PN, ‘to send out.’ 
The latter is sometimes rendered by 
BardAcww, exBddrrA«v (cf. v. 29 f., vii. 
ZS IDG, VIS, Coys GU PON Ginn SOLIK yp 
ravalie tsk SOs Mey megan coy NING tL 
12,and ef. xv. 17 [éxBdAAerac] with 
Mk. vii. 19 [éxzopeverac]). Lk, has 
tyas S¢ éxBaddopevovs ew. The 
depicting of the state of final punish- 
ment as darkness is characteristic of 
Jewish apocalypse; cf. Wisd. xvii. 
21, and the reff. in Allen (ad loc.), 
Bousset, Rel. d. Jud. 266, Weber, Jid, 
Theol. 393, Volz, Jiid. Esch. 284 f. 
7d oKoTos TO e€dT. recurs only in 
Xxii. 13 (where, as here, the darkness 
is contrasted with the banqueting 
hall) and xxv. 30. é€drepov does 
not differ in meaning from é¢£w (Lk.); 
in Jos, BJ. m1. ix. 2 €€wrépw is a prep. 
with the gen. (cf. rd éeowrepov, Heb. 
vl. 19). 


éxel €otat KTA.] In Lk, by the 
transposition of the verses, this stands 
at the beginning, so that exe? has 
nothing to refer to; the Engl. idiom 
‘there shall be weeping’ obscures this. 
Elsewhere the sentence is found only 
in Mt. (xiii. 42, 50, xxii. 13, xXiv. 
51, xxv. 30); the Lord may have 
used it more than once, but it would 
easily become a stereotyped formula 
in Christian teaching, and be added 
in some cases by the evang. The 
“gnashing of teeth’ may be derived 
from Ps. cxi. [exii.] 10; cf. xxxvi. 
[xxxvii.] 12. For the ‘weeping’ 
Allen cites Enoch cviii. 3, 5, Secr. 
Enoch xl. 12. See the kindred 
metaphor in Apoc. xvi, 10. Lk. 


here adds (v. 30) a sentence similar 
to Mit xix. 30) xx. 16: 

13. kat efrev td] With év 7. 
pg. éx. (80 Jo. iv. 53) ef. ard THs 
apas éxeivys (ix. 22, xv. 28, xvii, 18). 
With the whole verse cf. xv. 28. It 
is possible, as there, to hold either 
that the authoritative word of Jesus 
effected the cure, or—which is not 
essentially different—that He knew, 
and declared, that God would heal the 
sufferer because of thesuppliant’s faith. 

14, 05. ke a 29=31, kv ty. 33h) 
Preter’s WiFzE’s MoTHER HEALED. 

14. kal é€XOdv xrXu.] *In Mk., 
Lk, the Lord came straight from the 
synagogue, where the man with the 
unclean spirit was healed; but 
Mt. has omitted that incident. For 
Ilérpov Lk. has ‘of Simon,’ Mk. ‘of 
Simon and Andrew,’ adding ‘with 
James and John,’ who, according to 
Mk., had just been called at the © 
lake-side near Capharnaum. Since 
Lk. places the call of the four (three) 
apostles after this incident (v. 1-11), 
Spitta thinks that the Simon here 
mentioned was, in the original 
tradition, not Peter. In Jo. i 44 
Andrew and Peter belong to Beth- 


_ saida, not Capharnaum. Mt. omits 


Andrew, James, and John because 
his narrative is removed at a distance 
from the account of their call. 
eidev abbreviates Mk ’s kal edO¥s 
Aéyovow adtp rept adtis: Lk. the 
physician describes it as a consulta- 
tion, kK. npwTncav atrov 7m. adr, 
and his cvvexopévn TupeTo peydrdy 
is more circumstantial than. rupéo- 
coved, On BeBAnpuevnv (Mk. xaré- 
KeLTO) see v, 6. 
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15. Kal HYaro ktX.] Mt. abbrevi- 
ates Mk’s xat pore Boy ayerpev 
avTHvy Kpatnoas THs yxewpds. For 
the manual contact, Lk. has érurras 
erdvw avTas eretipnoey TH TupeTo. 
The restored woman waited at a 
meal upon Him (avr): Mk, Lk. 
avrots; in Mk. this means Jesus and 
the disciples; in Lk., who has not 
yet related the call of any disciples, 
it must mean Jesus and the people 
in the house, Simon and perhaps his 
wife. The imperf. dunxdver (so Mk, 
Lk.) represents the Aram. narrative 
idiom, or possibly means ‘she began 
to minister.’ 

16, 17. (Mk. i. 32-34, Lk. iv. 4of.) 
THE SICK HEALED AT EVEN. 

16. dWias Se xtX.] It was the 


Sabbath (see Mk. i. 21, 29, 32), and 


the people, therefore, waited till sun- 
set to be healed. Mk’s addition 
ére eOvoev 6 HALos (Lk. similarly) is 
omitted by Mt., since he does not 
mention that it was the Sabbath. 
mpoojvey Kav (Mt.“, Mk.3, Lk.4) takes 
the place of the imperf. ee (ME.), 
which either is an Aramaism or 
denotes that ‘case after case arrived’ 
(Swete). Mk. relates that they 
brought wdvras, and that the Lord 
healed zoAAovs: Mt. transposes them, 
avoiding the implication that some 
were not healed; cf. xii. 15 with 
Mk, iii. t0. Both Mt. and Lk. omit 
Mk. v. 33, ‘And the whole city was 
congregated at the door’ [ze of 
Simon’s house], For other omissions 
of Mk.’s (sometimes vague) references 
to a house see ix, 2, xii, 22, xv. 15, 
ii, SApely Oh, 6 Gproy iy 8b.qy OF 


kal e€éBarev KtA.]  rvevpara, 
with no definition to shew that evil 
spirits are meant, is not found else- 
where in the ‘N.T. Mk., Lk. have 
Sayidvia. On Adyw see v. 8; Mk. 
does not state the method of cure; 
Lk. has ras yeipas eritiBeis; see 
the converse in v. 15. Mt. avoids 
the statement of Mk., Lk. that Jesus 
suffered not the demons to speak, 
because they knew Him (to be the 
Messiah, Lk.): cf. his omission at 
xii. 15 of Mk. iii, 11. For other 
general statements of healing see iv. 
23 note. Mk., Lk. mention the sick 
before the demoniacs; Mt. transposes 
them, connecting the former with the 
quotation which he adds. 


17. drws mAnpwOn KrTA.] Mt. 
only. On the formulaseei.22. The 
quotation is from Is, liii. 4. The xx. 
runs obTos Tas apaptias [dvopias 
NAQ] Huav Peper Kal epi npov 
oduvarat. Mt.’s rendering probably 
stood in his Gk. version of a collec- 
tion of Aram. testimonia. The two 
Heb. verbs XW and bap, here used 
as parallels (cAaPev and eBdoracev), 
both mean ‘to bear,’ the former of 
taking up a load, the latter of 
supporting its weight. In Is, wv. 
11 f, the latter occurs again (v. 11) 
with } (‘guilt’ or ‘ punishment’), 
the former (v. 12) with NON (‘sin’ 
or ‘punishment’): the Servant of 
Yahweh carries the burden of the sick- 
nesses and pains, and of the punish- 
ment, of others. But He does so as 
a substitute or equivalent for others, 
the verbs thus: virtually gaining 
the meaning ‘to take away’; the 
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sicknesses and pains of the people are 
their punishment. 


this identity, since they render the 
verbs by dépes and ddvvarau in v. 4, 
but by dvadépevy in vv. 11,12. Mt. 
similarly, or his source, makes no 
reference to the propitiatory value of 
the Servant’s work; he quotes only 
v. 4, and quotes the wording of it 
mechanically, as in other instances, 
to illustrate the immediate incident, 
using the Greek verbs in their 
collateral force of ‘to take away.’ 
The passage, as Mt. employs 2t, has 
no bearing on the doctrine of the 
Atonement (gee on xx. 28 fin.). 
Deissmann’s suggestion (Bzble St. 
102 f.) that Mt. transposes the Heb. 
clauses is unnecessary. 


ese, (Quills; aye BG, IEE yeti: Az) 
PROPOSAL TO CROSS THE LAKE. 

Mt. here makes a serious departure 
from Mk.’s order. According to Mk. 
i. 39 Jesus made a tour in Galilee 
(so Mt. iv. 23), in the course of 
which He healed a leper (Mk. i. 4o— 
45, Mt. viii. 1-4), and returned to 
Capharnaum (Mk. ii. 1), at and near 
which various incidents and dis- 
courses are related (Mk. ii—iv. 34), 
which Mt. places for the most part 
My OG, ree, octhe, Sang Wht (iawn, “inte 
23-34) now makes the sequel to the 
first stay at Capharnaum what Mk. 
(iv. 35-v. 20) makes the sequel to 
the second; and he omits Mk. i. 35-— 
38 (Lk. iv: 42 f.) in which the 
disciples express their disappoint- 
ment that Jesus withdrew Himself 
from the crowds in the moment of 
success, 


The LXx. trans- . 
lators seem not to have perceived. 


Kat mpocedOov els ypaypaters 


isov 8€ xtr.] See iv. 23 note. 
Mk. gives the lateness of the hour 
(dias yevouevns) as the reason for 
the Lord’s retirement. éxédevoev 
ameAGetv, the command of a Master, 
takes the place of Aéyer (eter) 
SieA OGpev (Mk, Lk). On répay see 
iv. 15; 7d wépay is confined to Mt. 
and Mk. 


19-22. (Lk. ix. 57-60.) Two 
CANDIDATES FOR DISCIPLESHIP. 

The section is placed too early ; 
it belongs, as Lk. has it, to the 
period of the last journey to Jeru- 
salem, for (1) Jesus no longer had 
‘where to lay His head’; Caphar- 
naum had, therefore, ceased to be 
‘His own city’ (ix. 1), and He no 
longer had a house of His own (ix. 
10, Mk. i. 15); (2) if He is on His 
way to the boat, late in the evening 
(v. 16), the request ‘suffer me first to 
go and bury my father’ is impossible. 
Mt. possibly wished to record early 
in the ministry typical instances of 
unworthy discipleship. Since his 
tendency is to arrange incidents in 
groups of three, his recension of Q 
probably did not include Lk.’s third 
instance (v. 61 f.), 

19. Kal mporehOov KTA.] For 
eis= res (Lk) ef. ix. 18, xii. 11, xiii, 
46, xix. 16, xxvi. 69 (Blass, § 45. 2, 
Moulton, i. 97). The scribe was 
already a paOytHs: cf. érepos tov 
padynrav (v. 21). The one speaker 
addressed Jesus as diddoxade, the 
other as KUpve (see vii. 21 note), both 
of which are absent from Lk. With 
dxoAovOjow KTX. cf. Lk’s form (xxii. 
33) of S. Peter's impulsive words. 
The speaker’s motive may have been 
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sincere ; there is nothing to indicate 
that it was covetousness (as Jer., 
Thphlact.). The scribe does not say 
that he will accompany Jesus whereso- 
ever His wanderings may take Him, 
but ‘whithersoever Thou art [at this 
moment] departing’; and the Lord’s 
reply is to the effect that He is not 
on His way home, nor to any definite 
resting-place, for He has none. For 
érov =‘ whither’ cf. Mk. vi. 10, Jo. 
WaLise? Lat. 

20. at dAwmexes KTA.] dwAcds 
is a late word occurring in Aristot., 
Plut., Luc.; @wAcvovor is used by a 
translator of Job xxxviii. 40 (Field, 
Hexapla). xatarknvacess are ‘ roosts,’ 
i.e. leafy oxnvai for settling at 
night (tabernacula, habitacula), not 
nests. The subst. occurs in the Lxx. 
(4 times), only of the tabernacling of 
God in the sanctuary ; in Sym. Ps. 
xlviii. [xlix.] 12 of human dwellings 
(=LXX. oxnvépata), and in Polyb. 
of the act of encamping. The verb 
-vovv (very frequent in the Lxx.) is 
used of birds in Ps. ciii. [civ.] 12, 
Dan. iv. 18 (Theod.), Mt. xiii. 32 
(Mk., Lk.). 

6 6€ vids KTA.] If. the words had 
been addressed to one of the Twelve, 
the title Son of Man would have 
been intelligible after S. Peter’s con- 
fession (xvi. 16 f.) but not before ; but 
to anyone else it could have no mean- 
ing at all; see pp. xix. ff, xxv. The 
explanation is forced and unnatural 
that, as in Dan. vii. 13, the principal 
source of the title, “Son of Man’ (2.¢. 


Human being) is contrasted with the 
symbolic beasts, so here it is con- 
trasted with the literal foxes and 
birds. 

21. érepos 6€ kTA.] Clem. (Strom. 
iii, 4) identifies him with Philip. 
Both men were pafyrai: the first 
had impulsively offered himself for 
permanent companionship without a 
call, the second delays to accept a call 
that has been given (Lk. transposes 
the dxoAovGer pou of v. 22, so as to 
record the call); but the Lord sees 
that the one will find it hard to 
sacrifice his house, and the other his 
relatives, for His sake (cf. xix. 29). 

exitpepov pot KtA.] On mparov 
see Blass, § 11. 5. The redundant 
deAOeiv, and the simple co-ordina- 
tion. of the verbs (Lk. daeAOovte 
Odwat), are both Semitic. On the 
duty of burying a father cf. Gen. 1. 
5 f, Tob. iv. 3, vi. 15. The necessity 
of burying a relative freed a Jew 
“from reading the Sh’ma (Berak. iii. 1). 

22. aKkoAovie. por KTA.] The 


‘Lord’s call is more imperative than 


Elijah’s (1 Kings xix. 20); cf. Mt. 
x, 37. Sef pev yap Kal Tovs yoveis 
Tysav, GAAa tov. Oedv mpoTipdy 
(Thphlact.). The first vexpovs isi 
generally explained as ‘spiritually 
dead’ (cf. Lk. xv. 24, 32), referring 
to other members of the man’s family. 
In our ignorance of the circumstances 
this sounds somewhat harsh, though 
it may have been the incentive that 
the waverer needed. The Gk. perhaps 
obscures an Aram. proverb analogous 
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to ‘Let the dead past bury its dead’ 
Another suggestion is that the infin. 
Odipou (Aram. 73719?) is a misreading 
of the participle napnd : ‘Leave the 
dead to him that buries their dead 
bodies,’ z.¢. ‘ Leave your father’s body 
to be buried by anyone that will do 
it’; ef Bz. “xxxix (15; <os drov 
Oawwouy abrd ot Odarrovres. Wendt 
(Lehre Jesu, 290) thinks that the 
man’s father may have been still 
alive, and that the request was an 
excuse for indefinite delay. He cites 
an interesting modern parallel. But 
_ nothing is said (@s in xix. 22) to 
shew that the Lord’s appeal to either 
of the men was unsuccessful, and 
Lk.’s additional words ov} 8 dre Oav 
SudyyeAre THY Bacrreiay Tod Beod 
perhaps imply the opposite. éavrov 
is not emphatic: its force was often 
weakened in late Gk.; cf. xviii. 31, 
Xx) Oj) XXV.0 1445 7 Moulton (is 
87 f.) cites instances from papyri. 

23-27. (Mk. iv. 36-41, Lk. viii. 
23-25.) A Storm on THE Lake. 
See note on v, £8. 

23. kal éuBavrs xtr.] Mt. and 
Lk. abbreviate Mk., who relates that 
the disciples ‘leaving the crowd take 
Him as He was in the boat’ (where 
He had been preaching, Mk. v 1); 
Lk., who does not mention that the 
preaching was in a boat (v. 4), intro- 
duces the incident with éyévero dé 
ev pig TOV HpepOv Kal avdrods EevéeBr 
eis tAotov. The preaching explains 
the Lord’s physical weariness. Other 
boats, according to Mk, also went 
with them, but they play no further 
part in the story. Spitta suggests 


éxabevoev. 
Kupie, c@cov, aroddvucba. 


} 
Kal mpooedOovtes 
Kar 


that ‘as He was’ means ‘by Him- 
self,” and that the subject of ‘they 
take Him’ is the fishermen, not 
the disciples, who make use of the 
other boats, the subject of mapa- 
AapBévovow having fallen out; ? 01 
aXecis. 

24. kal idov xtrX.] Mt. draws a 
picture of the scene as though by 
an onlooker : an upheaval (cei p0s) 
of the waters, so that the boat 
was concealed (xadvrreo Oar) in the 
trough of the waves. Mk. and Lk. 
speak of a AatAaw aveuov, ‘and the 
waves hurled themselves against the 
boat, so that the boat was already 
filled’ (Mk.). 

adr, de éxdGevdev] Omitting Mk.’s 
descriptive detail ‘in the stern upon 
the cushion.” That the narrative is 
based on that of Jonah, the dis- 
obedient prophet (Jon. i. 5 b, 6, 15 f.), 
is inconceivable. 

25. kat mpoceAOovres kTA.] Mt., 
with his characteristic participle, 
loses Mk.’s Semitic simplicity, kat 
éyeipovow avrov Kal Aéyovow avrd. 
In Mt. the disciples’ cry implores 
the unskilled Passenger to do what 
the trained boatmen cannot, and yet 
astonishment is caused by the result 
(vw. 27); in Mk. and Lk. they awake 
Him, not with words which shew any 
expectation of a miracle, but because 
the boat is in danger, And the 
result is not so much astonishment 
as terror (Mk.): terrified astonish- 
ment (Lk). Mt. and Lk. (émuréra 
exvotdta droAAvpeOa) shun the 
touch of reproach in Mk.’s od péAee 
cou OTe atoAipeOa. 
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Ayes avTois 
émetiunoev Tots 
yarnvn peyarn. 


eed \ 
QVEMLOLS KaAL 


Oi 


, / 
Te Sderot ore, ddvyoriorol; 


Ii! 


Tote éyepOels 


A / 
Th Q@Qardoon, Kal éyévero 


5é avOpwrror ebavpacay déyovTes 27 


/ >? La bid 
Iloramros éativ obtos bre Kal of dvewor Kal % Oddracca 


. lal / 
avT® UTraKovovaw ; 


26. ti Sedoé core; KTA.] dALy6- 
mistou (see vi. 30 note) softens the 
severity of Mk’s mis ovx €xere 
miotw; (LK. rot 9 miotis tpov ;). 
Mt. often softens or omits statements 
derogatory to the disciples; see xiii. 
16 (prelim. n.), xiv. 33, XV 9, XVil. 
AeQe2 >, XVI, 1, 31x. 23, xx. 17, 20 
(see, however, xxvi. 8) Mk. and 
Lk. place the question, with more 
probability, after the stilling of 

_the storm. For deAds ef. Apoe. 
MI Os 

_ rore éyepOeis xrX.] ‘roused from 
Peep. (ch = 24, 1 13 £, 20 -f), 
corresponding with jyepav. R.V. has 
‘he arose’ (Vulg. swrgens), but ‘awoke’ 
in Mk.,, Lk. for dveyepOels. The Lord 
‘rebuked’ the winds and the lake, 
as though they were conscious beings 
possessed with demons (cf. xvii. 18). 
Vulg. imperavit loses the thought. 
Mk. emphasizes it by adding the 
words of rebuke, cudra repipwoo 
(cf. pyuwOnr1, addressed to an unclean 
spirit, Mk. i. 25). This is important. 
The incident is related, not primarily 
for the sake of recording a miracle, 
‘but as an instance of the subduing 
of the powers of evil, which was one 
of the signs of the nearness of the 
Kingdom ; see xii. 28. 

kat éyevero «xtX.] Preceded in 
Mk. by xal éxéravev 6 dvepnos 
(possibly a later assimilation to Mk. 
vi. 51). Jesus performs the action 
of God Himself (Ps. Ixxxix. 10, 
evii. 23-30). J. Weiss explains that 
by ‘an astonishing coincidence’ the 
storm happened to lull at the moment 
that Jesus spoke ! 

27. ot Sé€ dvOpwrot] These are 


\ Ne a 
, Kat €Xovros aitod cis 7rd wépav 28 


not the occupants of the other boats, 
which Mt. does not mention, nor 
the crowds on the shore (Chrys) ; 
Jer. says ‘non discipuli, sed nautae 
et qui in navi erant.’ This would 
agree with Spitta’s suggestion (see 
v. 23). But dv@pwro. with the 
article elsewhere in Mt. (27 times) 
always means ‘men,’ ‘people’; see 
e.g. Xvi. 13. Mt. seems to have 
understood the subject of the verb 
in Mk. to be the disciples, but 
shrinks from ascribing to them a 
doubt as to the nature of the Lord’s 
person, By adding ot avOpwror he 
converts the passage into an editorial 
remark on the wonder produced in 
men’s minds. 


28-34. (MK. v. 1-20, Lk. viii. 26— 
39.) Two DEemontiacs oF GADARA. © 

28. kat €A@ovtos xtA.] On 7d 
mépay see v. 18. Taédapnvév is the 
best reading if Mt, Depaonvov in 
Mk., Lk. Tepyeonvov, resembling 
the O.T. Tepyecaior, is probably 
due to Origen, who points out that 
neither Gadara nor ‘Gerasa of 
Arabia.’ fulfils the requirements of 
the narrative. Gerasa is probably 
the modern Kersa or Gersa at the 
mouth of the Wady Semak, on the - 
E. of the lake, a little to the N. of 
the middle point (Sanday, Sacr. Sites, 
25-29, 92f.). If Mt. knew only the 
larger Gerasa in Decapolis, 30 m. 
S.E. of the lake, he may have sub- 
stituted Gadara, 6 m. from the lake 
in the same direction, pntpdroAts 
THs Ilepatas kaprepd (Jos. BJ. Iv. 
vii. 3). But whatever was the name 
of the district (Jos. 1b. 111 x. Io 
speaks of ‘Gadaritis’), the réXus of 
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29aoTe pwn loyvew Tid TapeOely Ova THs odod éxeivns. 
Ti piv Kat coi, vie tod Ged; 
307AOes wde mpd KaLlpod Bacavica, pas; 


idov éxpakav Néyovtes 


Ni 
Ka 


"Hv dé paxpav 
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sah ; Tepyeonvwy SC%al minn.pler me go arm aeth 


v. 33 was not necessarily that which 
gave it its name; it may have been 
any village near the eastern shore. 

Sto Sarpovifouevor xTrX.] Mk., 
Lk. mention only one; cf. ix. 27, 
xx. 30. That Mt. here compensates 
for his previous omission of the cure 
of a demoniac (see note before viii. 1) 
is not more probable than that Mk., 
Lk. mention only the more important 
of the two. Mk. describes the sufferer 
as dv Opwros ev TVEVMATL aKaddpry : 
Lk. dvjp tis éxwv: Sanudvia. 
uses the singular until the swine 
have been mentioned, and thereafter 
the plural, which is explained in 
v. 9, ‘he saith unto. Him, My name 
is Legion, for we are many. Lk. 
has the singular in v. 29f. only. 
This -alternation of éne demon and 
many is avoided by Mt., who uses 
the: plural throughout because there 
were two demoniacs. He did not 
think, as some suggest in the case 
of Mk., Lk., that many demons were 
necessary because there were.many 
swine. TOV pvynpetwy: Sanday (l.c.) 
states, against Wilson (quoted by 
Swete), that there are tombs near 
Kersa. 
maniacs acted in keeping with their 
obsession that they were dominated 
by spirits. In two words Mt. sum- 
marizes Mk. vv. 3-5, which Lk. 
reproduces briefly in v. 29; but Mt. 
alone adds dare py inytvew KTr. 

29. Ti Hpiv xTA.] The demoniacs, 
or the demons, knew that there 
could be no cuuddvycis Xpwrtov 


Mk. 


By haunting tombs, the. 


mpos BeXiap (2 Cor. vi. 15). The 
expression ‘What is there in common 
to us and thee?’ occurs in the O.T. 
(cf. Judg. xi. 12, 2. Regn. xvi. 10, 
3 Regn: xvii. 18), and in class. Gk. 
(see Wetstein, ad loc.); cf. xxvii. 19, 


. Mk. i. 24, Jo. i. 4. 


vie Tov Oeov] For the use of the 
title by demons cf. Mk. iii, 11, Lk. 
iv. 41; Lk. there shows that he 
understood it to be equivalent to 
‘the Messiah’; see also Mt. xvi. 16 
(contrast Mk. vill. 29), xxvi. 63 (Lk. 
XXll. 70), Xxvii. 54 (Mk. xv. 39; 
contrast Lk. xxiii. 47). Dalman 
(Words, 268-276) holds that it was 
not in common use as a Messianic 
title (see iii. 17, note), and that it 
was not used of Jesus by any of His 
contemporaries, but, in the cases of 
demons, was substituted by the 
evangg. for a Messianic title. Mk., 
Lk. add tov twWiorov (cf. Mt. v. 45 
with Lk. vi. 35), which is a marked 
feature in Lk, Ac. and probably 
‘did not really belong to the popular © 


“speech, but characterized the lan- 


guage of religious poets and authors 
following a biblical’ style’ (Dalman, 
op. ctt. ¥98). 

HAGes Bde xtr.] Mk. dpxifw ce 
tov Oedv ph pe Bacavions. Lk. 
Soma’ gov p. p. Bao. It was a 
current belief that the Last Day 
would put an end to the power 
of demons over mankind; cf. Eth. 
Enoch xv. f£, Jubil. x. 8, 9. The 
maniacs, speaking the language of the 
demons within them, acknowledge 
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Kal ta Tov Saiporifouévor. 
the Messiah, and think that His 
functions must already have begun. 
In Mk. and Lk. the words are a shriek 
of despair because the hour of torment 
has arrived ; in Mt. this is expressed 
more vividly—‘Surely Thou hast 
come too early!’ In Mk. and Lk. 
_ the cry is caused by the fact that 
Jesus had already commanded the 
demons to depart; Mt. omits this 
(perhaps because it implied that the 
command was not instantly obeyed), 
also the question, ‘What is thy 
- name?’ the answer, and the entreaty 
that He would not send them ¢£w 
THs xépas (Mk.)—eis tiv aBvocov 
(Lk). Mt. often, though not always, 
omits questions asked by Jesus, 
sometimes apparently shrinking from 
implying ignorance on His part; 
see notes on ix. 22, xlv. 17, xvi. 4, 
Pe xVil 11, 14,18, XVill J, Xix,.A, 
xXxvi. 18. 

30. Hv Se paxpdy «xtr.] SX vet. 
pesh ‘beyondthem.’ 3 vet.vulg. non 
longe seems to be an intentional cor- 
rection. Mk., Lk. éxeé xpos [LK. ev] 
T@ dpet. Nestle would explain paxpav 
and mpds 7. dpe as due to different 
pointings of the Aram. xvod. The 
swine were probably owned by some 
rich Gentile. The population of 
the district was a mixture of Jews 
and Greeks (Jos. BJ. 111. iil. 5). 

_ 31. of 8¢ Saipoves xtA.] There 
is no other certain use of daéuwv in 
N.T. or uxx.; some MSS. add it in 
Mk. xii. 5, and it is a variant for 


kal idov Taca 1% TOdS 34 
Saruoviov in Lk. viii. 29, Apoc. 
SVl A XVI 2 lsh xyes nia ‘Che 
imperf. wapexdAovv may represent 
the Aram. construction ; it is prob- 
ably the true reading in Mk.; on 
the word see v. 5. dméoretXov, like 
mépov (Mk.), is permissive, ‘ Cause 
[z.e. allow] us to go’ (cf. vi. 13 note) ; 
Lk. émurpéyp. On this verse and 
32a see Add. note. 

32. kal idot xtd.] ‘Not only 
are there [at Kersa] tombs near at 
hand, but here alone is there a cliff 
that falls sheer almost into the lake’ 
(Sanday, op. cit). Mt, Lk. omit 
Mk.’s as duryidvor (see Plummer, 
st. Luke); cf. xiv. 17, 19, xxvi. 9. 
améBavov: Mk. émviyovro, Lk. 
drenxviyn. Mk. has ev ty Gadrdoon 
following «is tHv Oddacvav: Mt. 
varies, and Lk. omits, it. 

33. of b¢ Bookovres ktX.] So Lk. 
The adj. describes a class; cf. xiii. 
Bye XXV5Os XKVI,02155 40,46, 
Mk. vi. 14, Jer. xxxviii. [xxxi.] 10. 
Mk. adds atrovs, After réAvv Mk., 
Lk. add kai eis tots dypods (cf. Mk. 
vi. 36, 56), ue the country places, 
or hamlets, round. mdvta xrir. is 


added by Mt. For the use of ra cf. 
TO THS TUK (Xi. 21), 
34. kal ido x«rr.| A brief 


summary of Mk. wv. 15-17, Lk. wv. 

35-37 a. Hostility for the loss 

of the swine, and gratitude for the 

removal of the scourge of the district, 

are alike swallowed up by fear of 

the Wonder-worker. On eis imdv- 
uf, 
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éenrOev eis trdvrnow to Inood, wal iddvTes avTov Tap- 


Tnow aitG see xxv. 1 note. map- mapaxadeiv, as often, and peraPy 
exdAderav (Lk. ipairnoay) takes the (Mt.°, Mk.°, Lk.*) of deAGety (Mk., 
place of Mk.’s characteristic npfavro —_Lk.). 


Additional Note on vir. 28-34. 


That the narrative possesses a historical foundation is often denied. 
The suggestion that it was a popular tale originally unconnected with Jesus, 
does not help matters. Few scholars now doubt that on several occasions 
He restored persons, believed to be dominated by evil spirits, to a normal 
state of mind, and consequently of body. The scientific study of Nature 
has brought to the scientific study of Theology a priceless boon in the 
realization that mind can exert powerful influence over matter, an 
influence whose results are evident but its laws still unknown, In 
the present instance the sovereign power of the Lord’s personality healed 
a maniac who was obsessed with the idea that a multitude of demons dwelt 
within him. -Everyone in the neighbourhood no doubt firmly believed 
the same; whether Jesus also thought so, or not, does not affect the - 
credibility of the cure, though there is plenty of evidence tin the Gospels 
that, as Man, He shared the contemporary beliefs as to demoniacal possession. 
The unique feature of the narrative is the part played by the swine. 
Their presence in a semi-pagan district causes no difficulty, nor the fact that 
a sudden fright made them start down a steep slope, so that they were 
drowned in the lake. The problem is to explain the connexion between 
their panic and the healing of the man. If the Lord miraculously caused 
the swine to stampede, it was to confirm the man’s peace of mind, and so 
complete the cure, by giving him an optical demonstration that that which 
had troubled him had departed from him for ever. Of the rationalizing 
explanations which have been proposed the simplest is that the wildness of 
the maniac, as he rushed past the swine, perhaps shrieking, towards Jesus, 
frightened them into a panic, which the efforts of their keepers to restrain 
them only increased. The cure of the man coincided with their rush over 
the cliff, which contributed. to his certainty and peace of mind. Not only 
he himself would believe that the demons had passed from him into the 
swine, but also the disciples, the swineherds, and the inhabitants of the 
district ; and hence there were added to the narrative the accounts of the 
demons’ request to enter the swine, and the permission granted to them. 
If vv. 31, 32a are due to ‘the reports of chroniclers whose minds were 
necessarily coloured by the prevailing beliefs of the age, psychic and cosmic’ 
(Whitehouse, in HDB. i. 594), the remainder of the narrative does not — 
essentially differ from those of other cures of demoniacs performed by the — 
Lord. 

Another, more drastic, explanation is that the narrative was derived 
from the account which the healed man himself gave of his experiences. 
The bestiality into which he had sunk was such that when he was rescued 


from it he thought of the demons which left him as being in the form of 
swine which perished. 
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The Jewish ideas on possession by demons may be seen in Menzies 
Alexander, Demonic possession in N.T., Edersheim, L. and T. ii, 770-6, 
JQR., July and Oct. 1896, Weber, Jiid. Theol. 254 ff., Bousset, Rel. d. Jud. 


Ek pasia 


ixxvi. 20, Opposition to the 
Lord now begins, culminating in a 
plot to destroy Him (xii. 14), and 
the ascription of His works to 
diabolical agency (xii. 24). Through- 
out this period He forbade those 
’ who were healed to publish the fact 
MixmsOwe Xi. 0O,— Mik. v.43, vii. 36, 
viii, 26), He arranged for the carry- 
ing on of His work by the apostles 
(ch. x.), He taught under the veiled 
form of parables (ch. xiii.), He with- 
drew from His opponents (xii. 15), 
and finally left Jewish territory for 
a time (xiv. I 3). 


ix. 1-8. (Mk. ii. 1-12, Lk. v. 17— 
26.) A PARALYTIC HEALED AND 
FORGIVEN. 


Mt. now reverts to Mk.’s order; 
see on viii. 18. He greatly abbreviates 
Mk.’s narrative, confining himself to 
the essential points. 

I. kat euBdas xrXr.] The first 
clause is an editorial link; in Mk, 
Lk., Jesus has not crossed the water, 
but has been touring in Galilee. 
idta moAts is Capharnaum (Mk.); 
see on iv. 13. On idcvos see Blass, 
§ 48. 8. Mk. adds yxotcOy dre 
év oikm éotw, and he speaks of 
the zoAdXoi who filled even the 
approaches to the doorway while 
Jesus was preaching. Lk. rewrites 
the whole: the company consists of 
‘Pharisees and teachers of the law, 
who had come from every village of 


Galilee and Judaea and Jerusalein, 
kat Sbvayis Kuplov hv eis 7d taoOau 
avrév, which strikingly follows the 
statement in the previous verse that 
He had been in the desert places 
praying. If the healing of the leper 
occurred in Judaea (see on viii. I 
and n. before v. 1), Lk, who does 
not mention the arrival at Caphar- 
mnaum, probably represents this 
incident also as taking place in 
Judaea. 

2. kal i6ov xtA.] On BeBAnpevov 
see viii. 6. Only Mk. says that he 
was aipouevov vd Tteaodpwv. Mt. 
omits the crowds and the house (see 
on viii. 16), and hence the breaking 
of the roof, and the letting down 
of the bed (Mk. xpaBarrov). If his 
narrative stood alone, there would 
be nothing to shew that the bed 
was not brought to Jesus in the 
open street, which would not require 
less faith in His power to heal. 

kal tOov KTA.] Mt. adds Odpores 
as in v.22. The paralytic himself 
may be included in avrov; but the 
power of faith in obtaining blessings 
for another is illustrated in viii. 10, 
xv, 28, Jam. v.15. It rests upon the 
real unity of human life. ddievrar, 
remittuntur. Lk. has the Doric 
apéwvrat, The pres, means either 
‘are in a state of remission, not 
diiferent from the perf. or ‘are at 
this moment remitted, an aoristic 
pres. (Blass, § 23. 7, § 56. 4, n. 1). 
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3. kal iSov xTA.] Mt. abbreviates 
Mk. v. 6f., omitting ‘who can for- 
give sins but One, God?’ which is 
implied in BAardnpe? (see xii. 31). 
The first appearance of the scribes 
(viii. 19 f. is placed too early) intro- 
duces the first note of conflict. «fray 
ev €avt.: Mk. SuaAoysfdpevor ev Tals 
kapodias aitov. They did not ex- 
press their thoughts aloud, as might 
be inferred from Lk. np£avto dia- 
NoyiferOar, See next verse. For 
the contemptuous otros cf. xii. 24, 
Rill. 55, XXVi. 61, XXVil. 47. 

4. Kat eis kTA.] Mk, ervyvods 
TO Trevpat. attov, Lk. érvyvods ; 
all record an intuition. If the wl. 
idév is correct, the Lord ‘saw’ what 
was in their minds, either by in- 
tuition (cf. xii. 25 note), or possibly, 
as He ‘saw’ the faith of the man’s 
friends (v. 2), by their actions. Their 
looks and gestures might lead Him 
to realize that they were thinking, 
what such an audience would be 
likely to think, that He had claimed 
a divine prerogative. His intuition, 
like His sympathy, though human, 
was profound, because of the per- 
fection of His humanity in its union 
with the will of God; it does not 
in itself Seckvvow éavtdv Oedv 
(Thphlact.), evOvpnous recurs only 
in xii. 25, Ac. xvii. 29, Heb. iv. 12, 
Sym. Job xxi. 27, Ez. xi. 21. The 
Lxx. has évOvpnpo (freq. in Ezek.). 
On the verb see i 20. On xapdias 
see Swete on Mk. v. 6. va Ti (se. 
yéevnra.), freq. in the Lxx., occurs in 
xxvii. 46 (Lxx.), Lk. xiii. 7, Ac. iv. 


AZ (Goo), Wilh Oy 1 OOH 36 2O 
(Blass, § 50. 7). 

5. Ti ydp eorwv KTA.] The deeply 
rooted Hebrew conviction that suf- 
fering was the punishment of sin 
is found passym in the O.T.; it is 


‘seen in the disciples’ question in 


Jo, ix. 2. In the present case Jesus 
knew that the paralytic had sinned, 
and His audience would feel sure 
that as long as the suffering remained, 


the sin was still being punished, | 
and therefore unforgiven. To say. 


effectually ‘thy sins are forgiven’ 
appeared to them futile and im- 
possible; to say effectually ‘arise and 
walk’ was no less difficult. 
the equal difficulty of both that is 
implied in the Lord’s question. The 
healing of the sufferer would, accord- 
ing to the ideas of the time, be the 
only possible proof that his sins 
were forgiven.* evxordtepov (so Mk., 
Lk.): cf. xix. 24 (Mk. Lk.), Lk. xvi. 
17, evkomos, Sir, xxii. 15, 1 Mac. 
iii. 18, evxomia, 2 Mac. ii. 25; the 
words (der. ed xomwav) belong to the 
later Gk. On the position of cov 
see JThS., Jan. 1909, 263 f. 
with Mt, has éyepe x. mepurdren, 
omitting Mk.’s kat dpov tv KpéBar- 
tév ov, which is repeated two verses 
later, unless it is here a gloss in Mk. 


6. iva 8€x7X.] Identical with Mk. 


as far as duaprias. It is probable 
that here, as in xii. 8, 32, the Lord 
did not use: the personal title ‘the 
Son of Man,’ but an Aram. expression 
which meant ‘men,’ ‘mankind’; 
see pp. xix. ff, xxv. Sin separates 


It is. 


Lk 
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THY KNivnv Kal vmaye els Tov OlKOY Gov. 
’ / 

Idovres, 5€ of dyror epoBn- 8 


Kal éyepOers 7 


Onoav kal eddfacav tiv Oedv tov Sdvta é£Eovotav Tovadrny 


o ’ 4 
Tois avOpertrots. 


\ ‘A 3 n a 
Kal wapayov o Inoots éxeidev eidev dvOpwrov Kab%-9 
r aEAN \ , es a 
Hevoy émt TO Tehwviov, MaOGaiov reyouevor, Kal réyer ad’To@ 


the individual from the one life of 
men in God; and not only the Son 
of Man, but any man, has authority 
to represent mankind as a spokesman, 
and ‘to re-admit a sinner into union 
_ with the one life, ze. to forgive sins. 
(In the Church, as a corporate body, 
‘while any member has this authority 
(see xviii. 15, note), it is officially 
delegated to chosen representatives ; 
ef. Jo. xx. 23.) ext THs yns.em- 
phasizes this: ‘Man upon earth’ 
suggests as its complement ‘God in 
heaven.’ The éfovoia is not dvvapus : 
it is not inherent but delegated, as 
Mt. shews in the last words of v. 8. 
tore Ney. TH Tapadvtix~] Mk. 
ey. TH wap. Lk. efrev tH Tapa- 
AeAvpevo. The parenthesis is dif- 
ferent in each case, but the use of 
a parenthesis shews the dependence 
of Mt. and Lk. upon Mk. In the 
command, which the Lord addresses 
‘without a pause to the paralytic, 
thv KXivyv takes the place of Mk.’s 
tov KpaBatrov (a dialectal word for 
‘a poor man’s pallet): Lk. 7d KAuvi- 
duov. ‘The command points to his 
being an inhabitant of Capernaum, 
and not one of the crowd from out- 
side, He would therefore remain as 
a standing witness to Jesus’ (Swete). 


8. époBnOnoav xtrA.] Mk. dore 
ekicrac bat wavras, Lk, kal exoraces 
éAaBev amavras... kal errjoOyoav 
poPov. All the three evangg. relate 
that they glorified God; Lk. adds 
that the healed man did so first. 


tov Sévra xtX., which refers not to 
the miracle of healing, but to. the 
forgiveness of sins guaranteed by it, 
is a valuable interpretation of the 
significance of the event (see above), 
which Mt. substitutes for Mk.’s col- 
loquial exclamation, Aeyovtas éru | 
ovTws ovderote ecidayev: Lk. dre 
eidapev Tapddoga onpepov. 

9. (Mk. ii 13 f, Lk. v.27f) THe 
Catt oF MarrHew. 

kai mapaywv KtA.] The word is 
used rather loosely where trdywv 
would be expected (cf. v. 27); it is 
taken from the next verse in Mk,, 
where it is rightly used of passing 
along by the lake. Mt., Lk. omit 
Mk.’s waAw eis THY OdrAacoav: Kal 
mas 6 dxAos ypxeTo mpos adrov, 
kal edidacKkev avtovs. The custom- 
officers (see v. 46 note) would sit 
by the landing-stage to collect custom 
dues on exports carried across the 
lake to territory outside Herod’s rule. 
teAwviov (BL telonewm) is both the 
‘toll’ (Strabo xvi. i. 27) and the 
‘custom-house’ as here (so Rheims: 
vers.). A.V. ‘receit of custome’ 
follows Cranmer’s and the Geneva 
Bibles. For éri with acc. of place 
where see Blass, § 43. I. 

Ma6@aiov Aeyouevov] Mk. Acvetv 
(D 13-69 124 Dvet™™- Orig.” 
*IaxwBov) tov tod “AXAdaiov (gee 
Swete). Lk. reAdvyy dvdpare Aeveiv. 
Mt. identifies the custom-officer as 
Matthew the apostle (x. 3), following 
a non-Marcan tradition; this has 
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been usually, though not universally, 
accepted. The derivation is un- 
certain : (1) ‘NM’ (similar to NN on 
a Palmyr. inscr.), an abbreviation of 
a late Jewish name ND, NN or 
jnn ‘the gift of Yah’ (Dalman) ; 
(2) an abbreviation of ‘MIX (Amittai) 
or ‘RIN (Noldeke, al.); either is 
possible. For a double Semitic 
name cf, Simeon (Simon) and Kephas. 
It is probable that previous intimacy 
with Jesus had prepared the way 
for the call adxodovGer por (cf. iv. 20 
note). Lk. (kal xatadurwv mavra) 
emphasizes the sacrifice involved ; 
fishermen could return to their boats 
(Jo. xxi. 3), but a teAWvys threw up 
his occupation altogether (see Swete 
on Mk. ii. 14). It did not, according 
to Lk. mean forsaking his house 
and possessions, since he at once 
invited Jesus to a meal in his house. 

1o-13. (Mk. ii 715 ff., Lk. v. 29— 
32.) A MEAL witH CUSTOM-OFFICERS 
AND SINNERS. 

Io. kal éyévero xtX.] With the 
following «at idod the construction 
is Semitic ; Mk, also has kcal... Kal, 
but with the historic pres. yiverau. 
Lk. remodels the sentence. dva- 
keioOas in bibl. Gk. is ‘to recline’ at 
a meal (1 Esd. iv. 10, Tob. ix. 6 (&), 
Mk, xiv. 18, xvi. 14, etc.); Mk., Lk. 
have the class. kataxeio Oat (cf. Jdth. 
xiii. 15, Mk. xiv. 3, 1 Cor. viii. 10), 
which is used of one sleeping (Prov. 
vi. 9) or ill (Mk. i. 30 al.). 

év tH oikia] Mk. adds adrot, 
which is ambiguous, since avrdév, 
and avrov may refer respectively to 
Jesus and’ Levi (so Lk.), or vice versa, 
or both may refer to Jesus. But 
cuvavexeivto TH “Inood KTA, (Mt., 


, n /- 
Kal (dovtes of Papicaios édeyov 


Mk.) suggests rather that Jesus was 
the host; Matthew (Levi) might 
hesitate to ask many custom-officers 
and sinners to meet him, but Jesus 
could freely invite them to His own 
house, and this gives further point 
to the metaphor xadéoas in v. 13. 
If Capharnaum had become % idia 
modus (v. 1), it is improbable that 
He lodged permanently in ‘the 
house of Simon’ (90 Memph.); see 
v. 28, iv. 13, xvii. 25 (notes). 

kat i8ov xrd.] On the reA@vae 
see v. 46. dpaptwAds was a Jewish 
term of depreciation with a wide 
variety of usage, applicable alike to 
the despised condition of a custom- 
officer (Lk. xix. 7; cf. Lk. vi. 32 
with Mt. v. 46), Gentile nationality 
(Gal. ii, 15; see Mt. v. 47 note), 
heresy (Jo. ix. 16, 24 f. 31, 1 Mae. 
ii, 44, 48), and open immorality ~ 
(Lk. vii. 37). 

It. kat iddvres xtA.] Mk. has 
‘Scribes who belonged to the Pharisees’ 
(cf. Ac. xxiii. 9); Lk. ‘the Ph. and 
their Scribes,’ combines Mt. and Mk. 
The details needed to explain tddvres 
are not given by Mt. In Mk. the 
Scribes followed (kat mxoAovdovv 
avt® Kal ypappareis) with the rest 
of the company to the house, But 
if it was mealtime nothing would © 
induce them to enter. They saw 
the group of despised persons go in, 
obviously for a meal (cf. Lk. xv. 2), 
and their question to the disciples 
would be asked later in the day, 
respect for the popular Rabbi pre- 
venting them from questioning Him 
personally, as they did later when 
their hostility increased (xii. 2, 10), 
The Jewish estimation of eating 
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with Gentiles is seen in Ac. xi. 3, 
Gal. ii, 12. It was not forbidden 
in the O.T.; but the necessity 
of refraining from meats offered to 
idols, from forbidden ;foods, and from 
blood, led the stricter Jews to shun 
not only meals, but all intercourse, 
with Gentiles At an early date 
. the Christian Church broke loose 
from these bonds; and the recital 
of such incidents as the present 
would help in her emancipation. 
Mt. and Lk. both have 6a ri for 
Mk.’s 6ru (see Swete, and Blass, § 50. 
5). Mk’s éoOiec Kai iver has a 
touch of scorn by the omission of 
the subject; Lk. avoids this by 
eoOiere Kat mivere, Mt. by the 
respectful eo Bier 6 diddoKados tyov. 

12. 6 6€ dKxotoas KTA.] The 
question was either overheard by 
Jesus, or at once reported to Him, 
and He replied to the Pharisees. 
The reply is identical in Mk.; Lk. 
has dyiaivovtes for ioytovres. It 
was perhaps a current proverb; for 
parallels in pagan Gk. writers see 
Swete. Hereit involves the thought 
that as a Physician the Lord was 
‘bound to come into close contact 
with of kax@s éyovres, regardless of 
the contagious pollution which the 
Pharisees shunned; cf. Ephr. Ev. 
Cone. Expos. ‘sed ubi dolores sunt, 
ait, illic festinat medicus’ (Resch, 
Agrapha?, 202). 

13a, mopevOevres xtA.] This 
half verse, peculiar to Mt., opens with 
a Rabb, formula 09) 8¥ (see Wetstein, 
ad loc.), A redundant use of zropev- 


Ojvat, frequent in Mt. (cf. xii, 45, 
Xviil. 12, xxv. 16, xxvii. 66), and 
Lk., isnot found in Mk. ; cf. dred ety 
xiii, 28. The quotation is from 
Hos. vi. 6, agreeing with the Heb. 
(not the Lxx. €deos BéAw 7) Ovoiay), 
and is ascribed to Jesus again, by 
Mt. only, in xii. 7. The insight 
into the deeper meaning implicit in 
the words is different from the 
verbal literalism which characterizes 
many of the citations made by the 
evang. The Lord doubtless quoted 
the passage on some ‘occasion, but 
perhaps not here: the splendid 
simplicity of His argument rests 
upon the very fact that it is not an 
act of ‘mercy,’ but an obvious duty, 
for a physician to visit the sick 
rather than the healthy. Qvoia is 
quoted as denoting any kind of 
ritual correctness; here it is the 
avoidance of contact with sinners. 
It has no bearing on the Lord’s 
attitude to Jewish sacrifices; as it 
was understood by the Ebionites 
(ap. Epiph. Haer. xxx. 16), dru }AGev 
KataAvoat Tas Ovoias. No instance 
is known of the quotation of the 
passage before the time of Jesus ; 
but Johanan b. Zakkai, who was 
opposed to resistance to Rome, em- 
ployed it (a.D. 70) to shew that in 
spite of the destruction of Jerusalem, 
God wants, and gives, mercy and’ 
not sacrifice. 

13b. od yap AAGov KA] Mt. 
adds the ydép: ‘study Hosea’s words, 
for they contain the principle on 
which I work.” In Mk., Lk. the 
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sentence rightly explains the simple 
truth of the proverb about the 
physician: ‘if these duaptwAot had 
been Stkavot, I would not have 
come to invite them to be healed.’ 
There may be, though the words do 
not necessitate it, an implied rebuke 
of the Pharisees who thought them- 
selves Sixasou (Chrys., Thphlact., al.). 
kaAeoas gains additional point if it 
was Jesus who had invited the guests 


to His own house (see v. 10 note; and. 


cf. xxii. 3f, 8f). Lk. interprets it 
by adding «is petdvowwv, ‘in order 
to explain why. the 8ixavou were not 
called’ (Allen); but in Mk., and in 
the best text of Mt., the verb stands 
alone. In the epistles it becomes a 
part of the Christian vocabulary ; cf. 
Rom. viii. 30, 1x. 1f, 1 Cor, vil. 15, 
17 f,, 20 ff. al. On 4AOov see v. 17. 

14, 15. (Mk, ii. 18-20. Lk. v. 
33-35.) A QuESTION ABOUT FasTINe. 

14. TOTe TpomépxovTat KTA.] The 
question follows, not inappropriately, 
the narrative of the feast ; but there 
is no definite connexion between 
them. Mt.’s usual rére is no evidence 
of a chronological sequence (see on 
ii. -7). Mk.. relates that, at a time 
when John’s disciples and the 
Pharisees were observing a _ fast, 
‘they come and say etc.’; the subject 
may be the persons just: mentioned, 
or the verb is impersonal. Mt., 
understanding Mk. to mean that 
John’s disciples were the questioners, 
rewrites his opening verse accordingly ; 
Lk. of 6 efray refers, on the 
contrary, to the Pharisees and scribes. 
The Baptist’s disciples are mentioned 


again in xi. 2 (Lk. vii. 18 f.), xiv. 
12 (Miss vine? O) lik cele dOnt 
35, iii. 25, iv. 1. They probably 
played a larger part in the early 
history of the Church than our 
records would suggest. In Clem. 
Hom. ii. 23 Simon Magus is said 
to have been the chief of them. On 
a modern sect claiming to be 
descended from them see DCA. i. 884. 

dua. ti TA] It was perhaps an 
occasion of public fasting during the 
autumn drought (ee vi. 2). The 
strict asceticism of the Baptist (xi, 18), 
and of the Pharisaic Rabbis (Lk. 
Xvill. 12) was imitated by their 
disciples : the disciples of the Son of 
Man, who ‘came eating and drink- 
ing, imitated Him. zoAAd should 
probably be inserted (Lk. ruxvd). 
It is adverbial, and equivalent to 
the Aram. ‘3D (cf. xiii. 3, xvi. 21, 
xxvil. 19). Ssin has ‘diligently’; 
but this may be a repetition of its 
rendering of muxvé in Lk., where 
the MS. is now wanting. To the 
fasting Lk. alone adds kai dejoecs 
movovvrar: ef. Lk. xi 1. For od 
vycrevovow, ‘are not fasting,’ Lk. 
has €oOiovow Kai rivovew, te make 
a practice of not fasting; cf. xi. 18 f. 


15. py Sdvavtrae KTA.] Lk. py 
Siva Ge +, viods .. . Tovhoas vnoTeED- 
gat; In Mk. the thought expressed 
by the question is repeated tauto- 
logically by a negative statement, 
which Mt. Lk. omit; and Mt. con- 
denses Mk.’s €v @ and éc0v xpédvov 
into éf’ dcov [sc. xpdvov], which is 
used with this meaning in 2 Pet. 
i, 13 only, and with a different mean- 
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ing in Mt. xxv. 40, 45 only; it does 
_ not occur in the uxx. ‘The sons of 
the bridechamber’ is a late Heb. ex- 
pression for the wedding-guests = 
MBM 3; see Tos. Berak. ii. 10 (ed. 
Zuckermandel, p. 4): ‘the friends 
of the bridegroom (ef. Jo, iii. 29) and 
all the sons of the bridechamber,’ 
and instances in Jastrow, Dict. Targ. 
s.v. NHN, The reading of D oi vi. 
T. vuphiov, FL filii sponsi, is due to 
a misunderstanding of the expression. 
For idiomatic uses of vids cf. ot dvo 
viol THs midtnTos (Zech. iv. 14), of 
_ viot THs axpas (1 Mac. iv. 2), Mt. 
Vill. 12, xiii, 38, xxiii. 15, Mk. iii. 
17, Uk. x. 6; xvi. 8;.xx. 34, 36; see 
Deissm. Bible St. 162 ff. vuudov 
recurs in bibl. Gk. only: in xxii. 10, 
Tob. vi. 14,173. cf. Acta Phil. c. 29, 
. Heliod. vii. 8. There is, of course, 
no reference here to the Messianic 
feast of the future age (cf. xxii. 
2); the Bridegroom is Jesus in His 
human companionship with His 
disciples. mevOeitv (Mk. Lk. vyo- 
tevewv), which Mt. appears to use for 
- the sake of variety, though perhaps 
influenced by the thought of the 
Lord’s death, is the mourning of 
which fasting is one sign. For 
vuppios cf. xxv. 1 etc, Jo. ii 9, 
ili, 29, Apoc. xviii. 23. 

éXedoovras dé KTA.} So Mk., but 
with the tautological addition in the 
singular’ év éxeivy tH ymépa (Lk. 
év éxeivais Tals nuépass), on which 
see Jiilicher (Gleichnisreden, ii. 183) 
-against H. Holtzm. and J. Weiss. 
The vb. dmatpev, used here by the 
three synn., is not found elsewhere 
in the N.T.; the active intransi- 
tively (=YD)), ‘to march, journey,’ 
is frequent in the Lxx. and class. 
Gk, (¢f. perjpev, xiii. 53, xix. 1); 
transitively it occurs only in Ps. 


Ixxvii. [Ixxviii.] 26 (MSS), 52, of God 
bringing the east wind, and ‘leading 
Israel like a flock (both=Y"DN), 
and 1 Mac. vi. 33 of removing a 
camp. The evidence of bibl. Gk, 
therefore, does not support the sense 
of a violent removal. Some (eg. J. 
Weiss) think that the sentence, being 
a definite prediction of the Lord’s 
death, is a later addition; Wellh. 
assigns the whole verse to a date when 
the Christian Church wanted an 
authoritative basis for her practice 
of fasting. But even if the Lord 
was thinking of a violent death, 
which was not impossible, consider- 
ing the Baptist’s arrest, and the 
growing tension between Himself 
and the religious authorities, He 
did not foretell it to the disciples 
until xvi. 21, and His hearers in the 
present case would think only of 
the death which He would under- 
go in the ordinary course of nature, 
which to all appearance was improb- 
able for many years to come. The 
Baptist, on the other hand, who 
was the ‘bridegroom’ for his friends 
and followers, was in prison, and in 
imminent peril of death, and the 
fasting of his disciples was therefore 
natural. 


16,17. (Mk. ii. 21f, Lk. v. 36- 
39.) THE OLD AND THE New. 


If these verses are in their true 
context, they appear to mean, ‘ The 


‘ Baptist’s régime of life for his disciples 


is not to be entirely condemned, but 
it is impossible for My disciples to 
adhere to it, and at the same time 
to live in accordance with their new 
and deeper view of things’ But 
though Mt. supplies a connecting 
link with the preceding verses (dé), 
Mk, has none; and Lk. separates it 
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by a fresh introduction: €Aeyev dé 
kat rapaBoAny mpds atdtovds drt. The 
passage has probably been drawn 
from another context, and deals with 
the whole Jewish system of religious 
thought, as maintained under its 
traditional forms. Possibly it re- 
flects ‘arguments that Jesus had 
first of all used with Himself’ (King, 
Ethics of Jesus, 117). V. 16 (The 
New Cloth) teaches that it is foolish 
to attach mechanically to the Jewish 
system any fragment of the new and 
vigorous ethics or practice taught by 
Jesus; the Jewish forms, though 
threadbare, can still be useful; but 
to patch them up is to ruin them. 
The truth is illustrated in Rom. xiy. 
13-23, I Cor. viii, 9-13. It does 
not conflict with Mt. v. 17; the 
worn-out coat is not the Mosaic 
Law, but the system deduced from 
it. V. 17 (The New Wineskins) 
goes further. The new practice is 
the outcome of the new spirit; and 
it would be even more fatal to 
attempt to force the Jewish forms to 
receive the new spirit, for it would 
immediately burst its bonds, and 
thereby ruin itself as well as the 
bonds. Some forms tt must have, 
as wine must be put into a bottle, 
but they must be forms of a new 
kind, such as will expand with its 
expansion. ‘Free’ thought, that 
recognizes no authoritative control, 
is as useless as spilt wine. ‘It is 
very striking that. Jesus shews the 
necessity of a new form, while in 
actual fact He left everything in 
this respect to His Church after His 
death’ (Wellhausen). On the Lord’s 
use of illustrations in pairs see Oaf. 
Stud. 195. 
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[consisting] of an uncarded strip’ ; 
commissuram panni rudis (IL).  éri- 
BXAnpa occurs in connexion with 
dress in Is, iii, 22, Sym. Jos, ix. 
5 [11] -7a cavddAia emBAjpara 
éxovres. For paxn, ‘strips’ of cloth, 
ef. Jer. xlv. [xxxviii.] 11, Artemid. 
27, Ox. Pap. i. 117. 14. dyvados is 
‘not cleaned’ by carding or combing, 
hence ‘new, undressed’; the similar 
&yvamros occurs in Plut. See M.-M. 
Vocab. s.v. In Lk. a further thought 
is introduced ; the patch is not of un- 


. dressed cloth, but is torn from a new 


garment, and the result is ‘he will 
both tear the new, and the patch 
which is [taken] from the new will 
not harmonize with the old.’ 

aipe. yap KTXA.] ‘For [if he does] 
its patch drags away from the 
garment.” The new strip is thought 
of as sewn along the frayed edge of 
the garment. Mt. avoids Mk.’s et de 
py, producing an ellipse. avrov pro- 
bably refers to the following ivatiov, 
but it is possible to treat it as 
masculine, ‘his patch. Mk. has 
aipes To TAHpwye ax adrov, adding 
loosely as an explanation (perhaps a 
late gloss) Td Kawvov tov madatov 
‘the new (patch) from the old 
(garment). m)7pwyo can be rendered 
‘that which fills’; Lightfoot (Coloss. 
255 ff.) is driven to a forced explana- 
tion by adhering to the passive sense 
of ‘completeness, as the result of 
anpovv ; see, however, J. Armitage 
Robinson, Hphes. 255 ff But 7Ay- 
popa may bea rendering of an Aram. 
word from the root xd, ‘to fill’ 
(Wellh.); the same root is used in 
Syr. for ‘to mend,’ and means 
a ‘cobbler.’ Thus eriBAnpa and 
m7Anpwua are virtually the same, a 
‘patch’ put on te fill a gap. 
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TEpOL GUYTNPOVYTAL. 


Tatta avtod XaXodvTos avtois idSov adpyav els mpoced- 18 


18 ets tpoceMwv] NB Habe fli vg S [pesh edOwv apy. evs mpocehOwy]; om 
es N* 13 157 al; es eXMwy KSVAII minn.pl df S sin.hel arm aeth go; 
etcehOwv NCCDE al minn.pl; ris [rpoo]eh@wv vel ris eoedO. C3GLUT al [quidam 
princeps veniens hk ; quid. pr. accessit et g! S pal] 


kal Xeipov KTA.]‘and a worse rent 
is the result.’ oxiopa is literal, but 
its metaphorical meaning is implied ; 
ef; 1 Cor, xi. 25. 


‘17. ovd€ BadrAovew xrtr.] Of. 
Anacr. 36, BaAX oivov & rai; and see 
M.-M. Vocab. s.v. For ofvos véos, wine 
recently made, cf. Is. xlix. 26, Sir. ix. 
10; contrast kavvos in Mt. xxvi. 29, 
wine of a new kind, such as has not ex- 
isted before. The doxo/, on the other 
hand, are not véo., but Kauvoé, fresh, 
unused; cf. Heb. viii. 8, xii. 24 
(Westcott). The adjs., however, are 
not strictly distinguished in late Gk. 
maXavoé and xatvoi are both applied 
to dokoé in Jos. ix. 10[4],19[13] Cf. 
the proverbial references to worn-out 
aoKoi in Job xiii. 28 (LXx.), Pg. exviii. 
[cxix.] 83. The meaning of the skins 
and the wine is discussed above; it 
introduces confusion to explain the 
old skins as the Scribes and Pharisees, 
the new as the disciples (Jer.). For 
et d¢ pyye see vi. 1 note. On the 
form éxyeirac see Blass, § 17. Mk.’s 
Kat 6 olvos améAAvtat Kat ot doKot 
is expanded in Mt. Lk. with two 
verbs; and to his terse aAX’ oivov 
véov €is dokovs Katvots Mt. adds 
BarXrovow, Lk. BAnteov. In Mt. 
the thought is emphasized by the 
addition of the last three words. In 
Lk. an additional saying (v. 39) from 
another context is added in many 


MSS., entirely out of harmony with 
the rest of the passage. 


18-26. (Mk. v. 21-43, Lk. viii. 
40-56.) Haine or A CHILD, AND 
oF A WOMAN IN THE STREET. - 

After making use of Mk. ii. 1-22, 
Mt. now picks up the other Marcan 
thread, which he adopted in viii. 18 
(see note), 23-34, postponing for later 
use (a) conflicts with the Pharisees 
(Mk. ii. 23-iii. 6, 20-30), and an 
accompanying incident (vv. 31-35), 
(6) a series of parables (Mk. iv. 1-34), 
(c) the call of the Twelve and their 
names (Mk. iii. 13-19), and omitting 
Mk. iii. 7-12. For (a), (0), and (¢) 
see notes on xii, I, xiii. 1, and x. I. 

18. Tatra avtrots} An 
editorial setting for the following 
incident. In Mk., Lk. Jesus returned 
across the lake, to find a crowd wait- 
ing for Him; Mt. has already related 
the return in v. I. 

idsod dpywv xTA.] Mk., Lk. give 
his name Jairus, and relate that 


-he fell down at the feet of Jesus. 


Mt. greatly abbreviates Mk.’s. narra- 
tive throughout. The reading ¢fs 
mpoceA Ody best accounts for the v.II., 
some of which seem to have arisen 
from eis being misread as «is. On 
eis =Tes see viii. 19; and on the 
impf. mpooexives see Blass, § 57. 4. 
dpxywv (Mk. dpxwvvdywyos, Lk. 
dpxov THs Tvvaywy7s) = NIST WS, 
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> la) » \ > € lal 
2tavTou: éheyev yap év éavTy 


the supervisor of the synagogue 
worship; cf. Lk. xiii, 14, Ac. xiii. 
15 (plur.), xiv. 2 (D), xviii. 8, 17; 
see Schiirer, HJP. 1. ii. 63 ff. It 
had a wider meaning, however, than 
dpxicvvaywyos: it is used for a 
chief Pharisee (Lk. xiv. 1), any 
Jewish religious leader (Jo. iii. 1, 
vii. 26), or (plur.) for high priests 
(Ac. iv. 5); and, like the Rabb. 
NIIDAN, DYNIIIIN (Dalman, Gr. 148), it 
seems to denote a rich or important 
man (Uk. xviii. 18; see Mt. xix. 16 
note). -And see M.-M. Vocab. s.v. 

4 Ovydtnp pov «tr.] Mk. 76 
Ovydtpidy pov, giving her age as 12 
years (v. 42); Lk. Ovydrnp povoyevijs 
(cf. Lk. vii. 12, ix. 38; elsewhere in 
the N.T. the adj. is used only of the 
Son of God). Mt. omits the message 


sent later to the ruler that the child 


was dead (Mk. v. 35), but anticipates 
it by giving his words as dpre eTeAev- 
thoev (for Mk’s érydrws exer, in 
extremis est); Lk. has dréOvyokev, 
‘was dying.’ 

GAG €AOdv xtA.] This avoids 
Mk’s elliptical iva [ze airew iva] 
€XO. érvOys. The ruler may have 
known by report, or had himself 
~ geen, that the Lord was wont to heal 
by the imposition of hands. kal 
(joero. takes the place of Mk.’s 
redundant iva. gw07 Kal Choy, but 
in Mt. the verb means ‘come to life,’ 
in Mk. ‘continue to live.’ On the 
consec, kai see Blass, § 77. 6. 

- 19. kal éyepOeis xtA.] The parti- 
ciple is added by Mt. only (cf. i, 24 
note), and also the mention of the 
disciples at this point, instead of (as 


/ n €. 
"Kav povoy dyyopat Tod ipa- 


in Mk., Lk.) later in the narrative. 
Mk., Lk. relate that a crowd accom- 
panied Jesus, and pressed round Him 
(Mk. cvveOAtBov, Lk. ovverveyor). 


20. kat ido KTA.] In wv, 20-22 
Mt. relates in the briefest language 
the cure of the woman, which Mk, 
Lk. record at some length. She was 
aipoppootoa: Mk, Lk. otca ev 
ptoe. aiwaros, She had suffered for 
12 years, ze. since Jairus’ daughter 
was born (Mk. v. 42). Mk., and in 
a modified form Lk. speak of the 
failure of physicians to cure her. 
She could not approach openly, but 
came behind (ev to oxAw Mk.), 
because she was ceremonially unclean, 
and contact with her was pollution. 
While Mk. says that she touched 
His garment, Mt. Lk. mention the 
sacred part of it, rb kpdomedov, which 
Mk’s Roman readers would not have 
understood. This was the corner 
(Zech. viii. 23), or the tassel (N'¥'S, 
Num. xv. 38 f., Dt. xxii. 12) which 
hung from it, Vulg. fimbria; see 
HDB. art. ‘Fringes, and Swete, ad 
loc. Mare.; cf. Mt. xiv. 36, xxili. 5. 
The word passed into Aram. as 
THDIND (Targ.°™ Num. L.c.). 


21. éXeyev yap xrA.] After her 
recovery she would joyfully relate 
to many her inward thoughts. Lk. 
omits the verse. For pdvov instead 
of Mk.’s kav cf. xiv. 36 with Mk. vi. 
56. Except in this narrative ow ev 
is not used by Mt. in this sense, nor 
in the pxx.; but ef. Mk. v. 23, vi. 
56, x. 52, Lk. viii. 36, xvii. 19, Jo. 
XI. 12, AG. Xiv. 9. 
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“Avaywpeite, ov yap 24 


22 Inoous om N*D Habckgq Ssin 


22. 0 8 Incots xrA.] Mt. omits 
the account in Mk., Lk. of the Lord’s 
question (see viii. 29 note) Tis pov 
HYaro Tov ivatiwv ; (Lk. tis 6 ad- 
pevds pov ;) asked because He realized 
that dtvays had gone forth from 
Him; also the answer of the disciples 
(Lk., Peter), and the woman’s con- 
fession. Oapce? is added by Mt. only, 

‘asinv.2. The disease was probably, 
like that of the paralytic, due to sin ; 
but faith rendered the sinner a Téxvov 
in the one case, a Ovydrnp in the 
other. The vocative should perhaps 
be spelt Qvydryp in all three gospels, 
aSeinJOrsxi, 15, Ruth i. 2, 225 
ef. Q@vyarnpos, Sir, xxxvi. 26 (§). 
For 1) tiotis o. céowk. oe (80 Mk., Lk.) 
cf. Mk. x. 52, Lk. xvii. 19. On the 
operation of faith see vill. 10 note; 
it was not the magic of the tassel 
which restored her. 

kal €owOn xtX.] Mt. alone adds 
dad T. @pas éx., emphasizing the 
immediacy and permanence of the 
cure (as in xv. 28, xvii. 18; cf. viii. 
13), but they are implied in Mk.: 
“go (uraye, cf. Jas. ii. 16) into peace 
and be sound from thy scourge,’ and 
Lk. : ‘go (aropevov) into peace’ On 
the legends connected with the 
woman see Swete; her name is said 
to have been Bepovixn or Veronica. 

23. kat €XOdv xTr.] Mt. omits 
all that is not essential to the main 
fact. Mk. relates that a message 
came to the ruler that he was not to 
trouble the Rabbi further, because 
the child was dead; Jesus, dis- 
regarding (rapaxotoas, cf Mt. xviii. 


17) what was being said, encouraged 
the ruler, and then allowed only 
Peter, James, and John to accompany 
Him to the house. Lk.’s narrative 
is similar, but he has dxotvoas for 
Tapaxotoas, and places the choice 
of Peter, James, and John after the 
arrival at the house ; they only, with 
the child’s parents (whom Mk. 
mentions. later), were admitted to 


. the room. 


kat. (doy «td.] Mt. alone, from 
a knowledge of Jewish customs, 
mentions the flute-players, of whom 
there were probably several, the 
house being that of an important 
person; cf. Jos. BJ. un ix. 5, 
Kethub. iv. 4: at the wurial of a 
wife, ‘R. Judah says, Even a poor 
man in Israel will not have less than 
two flute-players and one waiting- 
woman.’ Both Mt. and Mk. imply 
that the hired mourners were not in 
the ‘bedroom; they were probably 
congregated in the courtyard, where 
Jesus addressed them, and after their 
dismissal entered (v. 25) daov jv 7d 
mawdtov (Mk, v., 40). 

24. avaxwpeire KTXU.] On dadva- 
Xwpety see ii. 12. The command of 
a Master takes the place of Mk.’s 
ti OopvBetoGe kat KAaiere (Lk. pi 
KAalete).  Kopdovov, a colloquial 
term of later Gk., occurs in Arrian 
and Lucian, and in the Lxx., especially 
Ruth and Esther (= 13) ; elsewhere 
in the N.T. it is used only of the 
daughter of Herodias (xiv. 11, Mk. 
vi. 28). Lk.’s account clearly relates 
a real raising from the dead, since 
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he adds ‘ knowing that she was dead’ 
after ‘and they laughed at Him’ in 
v. 53, and ‘her spirit returned’ in 
v. 55 (cf. adnKey TO mvevua Mt. 
XXvii. 50). But, whatever Mt. and 
Mk. may themselves have thought 
- of the incident, there is not a word 
in their narratives to shew that the 
Lord’s statement ‘the maiden [Mk. 
the child] is not dead but sleepeth’ 
was not literally true. Kadevdev 
is, indeed, equivalent to reOvnKévas 
in Dan. xii. 2 (Lxx., Theod.), 1 Thes. 
v. 10 (cf. Kouaobar Jo. xi. 11 ff.) ; 
but here the verbs are notsynonymous 
but contrasted. If it was literally 
true, those who sent the message to 
the ruler (Mk. v. 35) were mistaken 
in thinking that the child was dead. 
Mt. and Mk. would have united in 
agreeing that the Lord could raise 
one who had died (cf. xi. 5); only 
Lk. records explicitly that He actually 
did so in the present instance. 

25. dre dé e&eBAHOn wTA,.] Mk. 
abros 5¢ exBadwv ravras. The verb 
need not imply forcible action (see 
viii, 12 note); the crowd was ‘dis- 
missed’ from the courtyard; cf. Ac. 
ix. 40. All the synn. record the 
hand-grasp, which was part of the 
means of restoration ; but Mt. omits, 
probably only for the sake of brevity, 
the Aram. words of command raA.0a 
xovp [or kovpe] given by Mk., with 
their interpretation 76 Kopdcvov, vol 
Aéyw, eyerpe (Lk. 1) Tats éyerpe). 

kat nyép6n 75 k.] The pass, of 
éyeipey in Mt. means 13 times ‘to 
rise from a lying or sitting posture,’ 
12 times ‘to rise from the dead.’ 
aveorn (Mk., Lk. here) Mt. uses in 
the former sense in ix. 9, xxvi. 62, 


Kat é&frOev 4 dyun 


Kal tapdayovtt 


in the latter it is a vl. in xvii. 9 
only. Mk. adds that ‘she walked 
about (zepverdre.), for she was twelve 
years old,’ and that they (Lk. ‘her 
parents’) were amazed; Lk. records 
here, Mk. in the next verse, that 
Jesus ordered food to be given her. 
26. kal é€nAGev KtA.] yyy 
(class.) recurs in bibl. Gk. only in 
Ibe, Bhi. Tz) EK Sank 2 [a SOL 
2 Mae. iv. 39, 3 M. iil, 2, 4 M. 
iv. 22; cf. the verb in v. 31 below. 
The verse takes the place of Mk.’s 
statement ‘and He enjoined them 
greatly (Suerre(Aato avrois moXXd) 
that no one should know this’; Lk. 
‘but He exhorted (rapyyyerAev) them 
to tell no one what had happened.’ 
For similar injunctions of silence, 
and their purpose, see viii. 4 note. - 
The present miracle obviously could 
not be permanently concealed, because 
the restored child would be seen by 
the inhabitants, and the report would 
naturally spread. tyv ynv éxetvnv 


is the district round Capharnaum ; 


for this narrow use of y7 (= xwpa) 
ef. ti 3%, 1. 6, iva Teens, xen 
it is not found in Mk., Lk. 

27-31. Two Buinp MEN HEALED. 

The passage is peculiar to Mt., 
and may be a duplicate of the 
incident in xx. 29-34. See Add, 
note below. 

27. kal mapayovre KtA.] The 
next verse suggests that the miracle is 
placed in Capharnaum. Mt. has dvo 
tupdoi in xx. 30 and dvo Saipove- 
(Ouevoe in viii, 28; in both places 
Mk., Lk. speak only of one sufferer. 
vié Aaveid is used by the blind men 
in xx. 30 (Mk., Lk.); elsewhere the 
Lord is addressed by the title in Mt. 
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xii. 23, who never misses an oppor- 
tunity of emphasizing His Messiah- 
ship). Popular Messianic hopes 
centred on a Davidic king, though 
‘Son of David’ as a title of the 
Messiah is not found earlier than 
Pss. Sol. xvii. 23. After the Ist 
cent. A.D. it became frequent (Dalman, 
Words, 316 ff.). Here, as in xx. 30, 
it might possibly be only a form of 
polite address, though the idea that 
Jesus was possibly the Messiah may 
have been already in the air, as it 
had recently been with regard to the 
Baptist (see Lk. iii. 15). For the 
spelling Aaveié see i. 6. 

28, €AOdvre S€ xTA.] By ‘the 
house’ is probably meant the Lord’s 
own house in Capharnaum; see v. 
10 note. As in xy. 23 Mt. relates 
that He at first disregarded the 
request. The question murrevere 
«tX, did not merely seek information, 
but was a spur to their faith. 

29. tore HWato xTX.] So in xx. 
34, HY. T. Ouparav ait. The best 
commentary on kata Thy mioTLW 
KTA, is xiii, 58 (Mk. vi.’5 f.); see vill. 
10 note. 2 

30. Kal avedyOnoav KTA] A 
Hebraic expression for the recovery 
of sight; cf. Is. xxxv. 5, xlii 7 (Ac. 
xxvi. 17), 4 Regn. vi. 17; in the 
N.T. it recurs only in xx. 33, and 
Jo. ix. (7 times), x. 21. 


Kat éveBpiunOn KrA.] ‘vehemently 
charged them,’ The middle is used 
(as in some other verbs expressive of 
emotion, Blass, § 20. 1) in Mk. i. 43, 
xiv. 5, Jo. xi. 33; and éveBpypjouro 
is possibly the true reading here. 
The word SpiacOat, akin to Bpeuw, 
fremo, denotes lit. to ‘snort with 
indignation’ (Aristoph, Hq. 855, Xen. 
Cyr. iv. 5.9); the compound éuBpip. is 
used of the snorting of horses (Aesch. 
Theb. 461), and of the raging or 
fuming of Brimo (Luc. Necyom. 20). 
In the O.T. the verb and the subst. 
euBpiunpa and -yyovs occur in the 
Lxx. (Dan. xi. 30, Lam. ii. 6), and 
other Gk. translations, either for Out, 
‘to be indignant. (11 times), or Wa, 
‘to rebuke’ (twice). But in none 
of the N.T. passages is there any 
cause for indignation or rebuke (1 
comminatus est, Wicl. ‘threatened ’). 
The word describes rather a rush of 
deep feeling which in the synoptic 
passages shewed itself in a vehement 
injunction, and in Jo. xi. 33 in look 
and manner. See Warfield, ‘On 
the emotional life of our Lord,’ 
Princeton Brbl. and Theol. Stud. . On 
the Lord’s injunctions of silence see 
viii. 4. On opa@re with another im- 
perative (cf. xxiv. 6) see Blass, § 79. 4. 

31. of dé e€eXOdvres xtA.] The 
vehement command in Mk. i. 44 was 
met with the same disobedience ; 
Siadpypitery (diffamare) also is there 
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quemdam ’]. hel. pal 


used (elsewhere Mt. xxviii. 15 only), 
a late word, not found in the Lxx. 
In Mk. the object is tov Adyor, here 
it is Jesus Himself. On yn = xwWpa 
see v. 26. 

32, 33: A Dums Demonrac 
HEALED. 

The passage is peculiar to Mt., 
and may be a duplicate of the 
incident in xii. 22 f.; cf.. Lk. xi. 14. 
See Add. note below. 

32. adrov S€ xrA.] Jesus and 
His disciples may be meant, but 
more probably the two blind men ; 
as they emerged from the house 
another patient was brought. mpoo- 
nveykay is impersonal, more Aram. 
‘Kkodds, lit. ‘blunt,’ ‘dull, can be 
applied to the faculty either of 
speaking (as here, xii. 22, Lk. xi. 14) 


34 om vers. Dhak Ssin 


or of hearing (xi. 5, Mk. vii. 32, 37, 
ix. 25); “moris est scripturarum 
kopov indifferenter vel mutum vel 
surdwm dicere’ (Jer.). The insertion 
of dvOpwrov (see xi. 19 note) before 
kody has strong support. 


33. Kat €Oatpacay xrr.] If the 
miracle was performed in the house, 
the éxAou did not witness it, but 
they would soon hear of it. oddérore 
xtA.: ef. Mk. ii. 12. For the use 
of ovrws as a quasi-subject cf. Jud. 
xix. 30 (A), ovre éyevnOn ore POH 
OUTS. 

34. of S€ xrd.] — The verse was 
probably a scribal insertion due~to 
xii. 24, Lk. xi. 15, where it follows 
the cure of the dumb demoniac; 
possibly it was added here to form — 
an antecedent to x. 25. 


Additional Notes on 1%. 27—3 3. 


(1) Vo. 27-31. Mk. twice relates the cure of a blind man (viii. 22-26, 
x. 46-52); Mt. twice relates the cure of two blind men (here, xx. 29-34). 
The second instances in Mt. and Mk. are parallels, but the present passage 
is widely different from Mk. viii. 22-26, and cannot be derived from it, 
although both of Mt.’s narratives appear to contain a reminiscence of Mk. 
viii. 22-26 in the touching of the eyes. Mt. may have derived it from an 
unknown source, but more probably it is compiled ‘by a later hand from xx. 
29-34 and Mk. x. 46-52, with i. 43-45. Notice the following points of 
similarity to ch. xx.: (1) 600 tupdAot. (2) €A€noov Auas vie Aavei. The 
title occurs also in Mk. x., where it is not, as in Mt., a characteristic of the 
evangelist. (3) The Lord asked them a question as a spur to their faith 
(note zoujoas and moujow). (4) He touched their eyes. (5) He spoke of 
their faith (Mk.; not Mt. in ch. xx.) (6) ‘Their eyes were opened’ (see 
note on v. 30 above); xx. 33 ‘that our eyes may be opened.’ ‘Thus all the 
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Kal repifyev 6 “Inoods tas Todeus doas Kal Tas Kobpas, 35 
diddcxov év tails ovvaywyais aitav kal xnpiocov Td ebary- 
yéduov Ths Bacirdelas Kal Oeparevov tacav vicov kal 
Tacay padakiar. Iéav 8€ rods dyAous éordAay- 36 
xvicOn Tept avtadv 8te Hoav éoxvduévor Kab epippévor 


essential points in the two accounts are the same. But the remainder of 
the narrative seems to be due to Mk. i. 43-45; note the uncommon words 
evBprmacbo. and Siadypicev, and the fact that the Lord’s injunction was 
disobeyed, which are the very points that Mt. omits in viii. 2-4. 

(2) Vv. 32, 33 are closely similar to Lk. xi. 14. Mt. (xii. 22 f.) has 
another short narrative of the healing of a demoniac who was blind and dumb, 
in which, as in the other two, the astonishment of the crowds is recorded, 
and which is inserted, as Lk. l.c., as a substitute for Mk. iii. 20 f. (an 
incident which both evangelists probably shrank from recording), to form 
a suitable introduction to the discourse on Beelzebul. For this purpose Lk. 
preferred the first of Mt.’s two stories, which were very possibly doublets 
from different sources, because it spoke more distinctly of the casting out 
of the demon; and he either adapted it, or assimilated it to some short 
narrative known to him from another source. 

The reason for Mt.’s insertion of the two miracles after ix. 18-26 was 
probably to complete a triplet (the recovery gained secretly by the woman 
"in the street not being reckoned as a miracle performed by Jesus). Each of 
the three narratives ends with a statement of the growing fame which the 
miracles brought to the Lord, by which the way was prepared for the work 
of the apostles dealt with in the next section. Wellhausen and H. J. 
Holtzmann suggest that vv. 27-33 were added to complete the series of 
miracles in xi. 5. But the paralytic, and the kwdds who recovers specch in 
ch. ix., scarcely correspond with the xwAol repuratotow and Kwdol aKovova.w 
of xi. 5. 


35-x. 4. PRELUDE TO THE MIs- 
SION OF THE TWELVE. 

Mt. (v. 26) left Mk. at v. 43. He 
does not use Mk. vi. 1-6a till xiii. 
53-58, but continues with Mk. vi. 
6b, 7, which he expands in v. 35 
and x. 1, adding other material in 
0. 36-38, x. 2—4. 

35. Kal mepunyev kTX.] The ex- 
pansion of Mk. vi. 6b takes the 
form of a résumé of the Lord’s work. 
As far as kwpas it is based on Mk.’s 
kal mepupyev Tas Kdpas KUKAM du- 
ddéokwv, after which it is identical 
with Mt. iv. 23, except for the 
omission of év 7 Aa@ (see notes 
there). 


36. idav d€ xtX.] The wording 
is influenced by that of Mk. vi. 34, - 
of which Mt. uses only a part in the 
corresponding place, xiv. 14. 

The constr. orAayxviter Oat repi 
Tivos does not occur elsewhere (see © 
Swete). In the N.T, the verb is 
confined to the synn.; cf. Prov. xvii. 
5 (A), 2 Mac. vi. 8, Sym. 1 Regn. 
xxiii. 21 and Ez. xxiv. 21, Test. Zeb. 
4, 6, 7, 8. 

éoxvApevor Kat epiypévor] Not 
in Mk.; veaati et jacentes (Vulg.), 
veo. et projectt ( vet.). oxtrAdAEv, 
originally to ‘flay’ or ‘mangle’ 
(Aesch. Pers. 577), came to mean 
‘harass’ or ‘annoy’ (Mk. v. 35, Lk. 
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‘O pev Ocpicpos odds, of Sé épydtar odsyot 


avTov 
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ToTe Aéyer ToIs paOnTais 


nr / ? 4 

38 SeiOnte otv Tod Kupiov Tod Oepiopod mwas éexBaryn épya- 
“ / \ 

1Tas eis Tov Oeprcpov avtov. . Kal mpocxadecapevos Tous 


vii. 6, viii. 49); so in Ox. Pap. 295 
(A.D. 35), Tebt. 421. Allen gives 
other meanings in the papyri. For 
the subst. oxvApds ef. 3 Mace. iii. 25, 
vii. 5; it also has a variety of 
meanings in the papyri. épippeévor 
can hardly mean ‘scattered abroad’ 
(Tynd., Cranm., A.V.), nor ‘mentally 
dejected’ (Allen), but ‘cast down,’ 
wounded or dead. Both participles 
refer to the people as sheep, mis- 
handled and lying helpless. They 
form a comment on dodwdAdra 
(x.-6), and describe metaphorically 
the grievous state of unreadiness 
for the Last Day into which the 
Jews had fallen from want of 
spiritual guidance. 

w@oet «tA.] An echo of such 
passages as Num, xxvii. 17, 3 Regn. 
xxli. 17, 2 Chron. xviii. 16, Judith 
xis 1:0: 


37, 38. 6 pev Ocpicpds KTA.] In: 


Lk. x. 2 this saying occurs at the 
beginning of the Charge to the 
Seventy (see note before x. 5 below). 
Palestine was like a field of ripe 
corn ready for reaping (cf. Jo. iv. 
35); the masses were longing so 
eagerly for the Messiah that they 
were ripe for receiving the tidings 
that the Kingdom was at hand, and 
could be gathered into the company 
of the Lord’s disciples if only there 
were enough preachers. The simile 
is quite different from that in xiii. 
39, Mk. iv. 29. For OGepirpds, 
a rare and somewhat late word 
(frequent in Luxx.) cf. also Jo. le. 
Apoc. xiv. 15. It is possible that 
the saying belongs to a somewhat 
earlier stage in the ministry (J. 
Weiss): Mt. does not include it in 


the mission Charge, but introduces 
it (rére eyes t. pa. avr.) as a 
separate saying from the preceding, 
and the change of metaphor from 
sheep to corn is sudden. If the 
Lord said it to some of the disciples 
soon after their call, the present 
mission of the Twelve was an answer 
to the prayer which He enjoined. 
On éxBddy see viii. 12. epydrys 
(cf. x. 10), common in the N.T., 
occurs in the Lxx. only in Wisd. xvii. 
17, Sit) kik. 1, xls, bMlaceaiO. 

x. I. kal mpookaderdpevos KTAX.] 
The Lord’s personal authority, which 
expected obedience, made an inefface- 
able impression upon the disciples ; 
ef. xv. 32, xx. 25; He also ‘sum- 
moned’ the multitude (xv. 10), a 
child (xviii. 2), and even the Scribes 
(Mk. iii. 23). tots Sdddexa as a 
definite body are here abruptly 
mentioned for the first time; in 
basing this verse on Mk. vi. 7 a, Mt. 
assumes the previous selection of the 
Twelve (Mk. iii. 14), and transfers 
their names to this place from Mk. 
ili. 16-19. Besides wv. 2, 5, xi. 1, 
Mt. speaks of them as ‘the Twelve’ 
In XX. 17; XXVi. 14520, 47-3, ands im 
xix. 28 it is implied that their 
number was purposely chosen to 
correspond with that of the tribes 
of which Israel was still ideally 
composed. (Ac. xxvi. 7); so Barn. 
Vili. 3, ofs edwxev Tod evayyediov 
THhv e€ovoiav, otow Sexaddo eis 
paptipiov tov dvAdv. Mt. Lk. 
omit Mk.’s kal npgaro avrovs amo- 
oréAXev Sto S00; but Mt. seems 
to imply the fact by placing the 
names in pairs, and Lk. found it in 
the source from which he drew x. I. 
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fe \ n lal 2 
dodexa pabytas avtod ewxev adtois éEovciay mvevpadtov 
5) Ad e 2 Z aN a , a 
axafaptov wate exBaddr\geav avTa Kal Oepamrevewy TaoTAaV 


vooov Kal Tacay wadaxtav. 
Ta dvowaTa 
Ilétpos xa 
tod ZeBedaiov Kat “Ilwavns 


éo.TW §=TavTa* 


eéwxev adtois ktd.] For é£ovcia 
with gen. of the obj. cf. Dan. v. 4 
(Lxx.), Tov Oedv... Tov exovTa THY 
eEovoiav Tov mvevpatos avtov. Lk. 
has éwi with acc. (see Swete on Mk. 
vi. 7). mvevpa axdBaptrov (Mk.™, 
Lk, Ac.*); recurs in Mt. in xii. 43 
only ; and cf. Apoc. xvi. 13, xviii. 2. 
It has its origin in O.T. ideas; see 
Zech. xiii, 2 (=TNDYI MN, ‘the 
spirit of -uncleanness ef. ary. Yevbés 
(3 Regn. xxii. 22f.), av. aovnpdv 
(Jud. ix.23, 1 Regn. xvi. 14 ff., 23); see 
also Test. Benj. v. 2, kat Ta axd0apra 
tvevpara pevEovtar af tyav, and 
Test. Iss. vii. 7. Mt. alone explains 
‘the nature of the é£ovcia by adding 
dote éxBadrev aitd: in the re- 
maining words macav «ri. (which 
are also part of the é£ovcia, though 
the vécou and padaxias are probably 
not thought of as due to the unclean 
spirits) he imitates iv. 23, ix. 35; 
Lk. has kat vécovs Oeparreverv. The 
disciples’ work was to be that of 
their Master, with an authority 
delegated, as His own was from the 
Father (vii. 29). 


2-4. (Mk. iii. 16-19, Lk. vi. 14—- 
16.) THE NAmEs oF THE TWELVE. 

2. tov b¢ dddexa xTX.] Mk. has 
kal é€roinrev Tovs dddexa, since he 
places the list in connexion with 
their first appointment. dmdaroAos, 
a title conferred by Jesus Himself 
(Mk. iii. 14, Lk. vi. 13), occurs fre- 
quently in Lk., Ac, but not again 
in Mt.; Mk. has it also in vi. 30, 
Jo. only in xiii. 16 (not as a title; 
but cf. xvii, 18) In the O.T. it 


Tadv S& SHbexa atrocréXwr 2 


lal / ¢ / 
TpOTos Yipwv 6 eyouevos 
"Avdpéas 0 abdeAdds avtovd' Kal 


*ladx@Bos 6 


6 adeAdds avtod, Piduros 3 


stands for mbyi, 3 Regn. xiv. 6 (A, 
Aq. )s and OS, seas Tae Is, 
xvii. 2 (Sym.). 

TpOTos Lipwv «TA. ] As the name 
stands first on the list, tp@ros would 
be superfluous if it did not mean 
‘first and foremost’ (cf. Jam. iii. 17), 


‘a position which was confirmed, if 


not won, at Caesarea Philippi (Mt. 
xvi. 17 ff.). His prominence in Mt. 
is natural in a Gospel for Jewish 
Christians; cf. xiv. 28-31, xv. 15, 
XVI jade XVil ZA =2 7 KvAliy wT 
This prominence must have been . 
recognized earlier than the time of 
the evangelist. There is absolutely 
no evidence that it implied hostility 
towards S. Paul. 6 Acy. Térpos is 
a reference to the fact stated by Mk., 
Kat emeOney | dvopa To >. Tléxpov 
(Lk. dv Kal dvdpacev “ITL). Lipwv 
is a graecized form of Zupedy 
(wie); cf. Ac. xv. 14, 2.Pet. i. 1 
(v.l.); both occur in 1 Maze. ii. 1, 3. 


*Avépéas his brother, and Pidurzos, 


had pure Gk. names. Bethsaida, to 
which all three are said originally 
to have belonged (Jo. i. 44), was a 
Hellenistic town. The names being 
placed in pairs, Andrew follows his 
brother (as in Lk.); it was probably 
thought that the Lord was likely 
to have sent out brothers together. 
In Mk., Andrew comes fourth, after 
the sons of Zebedee, the three most 
trusted disciples being named first. 
Mt, Lk. omit Mk.’s parenthesis 
about the sons of Zebedee, ‘and He 
attached to them a name Boanerges 
which is Sons of Thunder’ (see 
Swete). 
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xa BapOoropaios, Oapas cat MaO@aios 6 redovns, “laxo- 
4 Bos 6 Tod ‘AXdatov xat Oaddaios, Liwwv 6 Kavavaios xat 


3 Oadda0s] NB 17 124 Hefilg?] vg me sah; AcBBatos D 122 Hk codd.ap. 
Aug Or; AeB. o emxdAnOes Cad. C27 E al Hf S pesh.hel.pal arm aeth; Oad. o 
erik. Ac8. 13146; Judas Zelotes Habgthq; Judas son of James & sin [post 


Simon the C.] 


3. BapOoropatos is ‘son of 
Talmai’ or ‘Tolomai’ (mot Ptole- 
maeus, which would require 7 for 6). 
Owpas is ‘Twin, cf. Jo. xi. 16, xx. 
24, xxi. 2. On MaO@aios see ix. 
g. The three names are Aramaic. 
Mk. transposes the two latter. Mt. 
adds 6 TeAwvns (see on v. 46), 
identifying the apostle with the 
Matthew of ix. 9. 6 tov ‘AAdaiov 
(see on xxvii. 56) distinguishes this 
James from the son of Zebedee. In 
Mk. ii. 14 Levi is called the son 
of Alphaeus, but this A. was not 
necessarily the father of James, On 
the Aram. form Halphai see Lightfoot, 
Galat. 267n. For. further notes-on 
these names see Swete. Oaddaios : 
this is probably the true reading 
in Mt. and Lk.; in both occurs a 
variant AeBPaios, which appears to 
be derived from the Heb. 3°, ‘ heart,’ 
as a gloss on OQaddaios which was 
thought to be derived from the Aram. 
TA (wah) = Heb. TW, ‘breast.’ 
Dalman (Words, 40) connects 0466. 
with Oevdds, and AeBB. with the 
Nabataean 'N25, Hort (Notes, 11 f.) 
suggests that AeBP. ‘is apparently 
due to an early attempt to bring 
Levi (Aeveis) the publican (Lk. v. 
27) within the Twelve’ (see Burkitt, 
Ev. da Meph., ad loc.). But in Lk. 
vi. 16, Ac. i, 13, and in Ssin here 
(in each case after Simon the Zealot) 
the name *lovdas “lax Bov takes the 
place of Thaddaeus (probably the 
‘Judas not Iscariot’ of Jo. xiv. 22); 
and Allen (£nc. Bibl., art. ‘Thaddaeus’) 


suggests that Oad8. represents an 
original N70)7° or N17) = Judah 
(Judas), and cites instances of @ repre- 
senting the initial gutturals 1, n, and 
&. On the lat. reading Judas Zelotes, 
and on the conflation AeGBaios 6 
erixkAnGels Oaddaios, see Hort, Lc. 


4. 2. 6 Kavavatos (so Mk.) is inter- 
preted by Lk. as 2. rov xadovpevov 
(nrwrjy, and (Ac. i. 13) %..6 (yrAwrHs. 
Kay. is connected with S3P, ‘to be, 
zealous’; see 4 Mac. xviii. 12, where 
Phinehas is called 6 (nAwrTHs (re- 
ferring to Num. xxv. 11, 13). The 
title may have been given him by 
the Lord, or the other disciples, to 
describe a feature in his character ; 
but if the termination -afos arises 
from the plural termination in the 
Aram. N’INIP, as Papioaios from 
NwWND (Schiirer, HJP. 1. ii. 80f., 11. 
il. 19; see, however, Dalman, Words, 
2, n. 4), it must denote a member 
of a sect or party. Dalman (ib. 
50) thinks that the original form 
was Kavvatos= 3), ‘a zealot’ It 
is improbable that he had been a 
revolutionist, such as those described 
in Jos. Ant. xvut. i. 1, 6, BJ. 1. viii. 
1; but he may have been a religious 
zealot (cf. Ac. xxi. 20, Gal. i 14), 
who had learned from the Lord a 
righteousness exceeding that of the 
Scribes and Pharisees Jer. (ad 
loc.) explains it as ‘de vico Chana 
Galilaeae,” but this would require 
Kavatos. The TR Kavavirns can- 
not mean Canaanite (A.V.), which is 
Xavavatos (see xv. 22). 


X. 5] 


’ A , Uae 
Tovédas 0 Ickapiotns 0 Kal rapadods adrév. 


. Ska : 
TOUS OwoEeKa aTrécTELNEY 6 
v4 

Aeyov 
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Tovrtous 5 
avTois 


> Cay > lat SY n 
Kis odov eOvav pr) amédOnrte, kal cis ToAW Lapapevtov 


*Tovdas 6 *Ioxapudtys] So Jo. xii. 
4 (cf. xiv. 22); “I. “Ioxap. (Mt. xxvi. 
14); 1. 6 kadovpevos “Ioxap. (Lk. 
xxii. 3); but I. ’Ioxapiw6 in Mk. iii. 
19, xiv. 10, Lk. vi. 16. In Jo. vi. 71, 
Xili, 2, 26 he is’. Yipwvos “Ioxapr- 
drov, but & in the former passage, 
and D in the two latter, have ard 
Kapvotov, which probably points to 
the Aram. NPI, in which case 
*Ioxapw05@ (corrupted to *loxapirns) 
represents Np YN, ‘a man of 
_ Kerioth’ (Dalman, Words, 51): ef. 

“"IoroBos (Jos, Ant. vIL. vi. 1) = 
HiordB (2 Regn. x. 6, 8)=310 WK, 
‘a man [men] of Tob.’ 
identification of Kerioth see Swete. 
mapaoovs, ‘delivered up,’ does not in 
itself express treachery as mpodovs 
would have done (see xvii. 22 note). 
Judas is once called rpoddrns (Lk. vi. 
16), but the verb is never applied to 
his action. This reticence of the 
evangelists was due to their know- 
ledge that the wapadoo.s was part 
of the divine plan; cf. Ac. li. 23. 
’ On the aor. see Blass, § 58. 4 n. 

5-42. CHARGE TO THE TWELVE. 

This is the second of the five 
principal discourses into which Mt. 
has collected sayings of the Lord 
(see on vii. 28). It falls into four 
sections: (a) vv. 5 b—-16, (b) vv. 17— 
23, (c) vv. 24-39, (d) vv. 40—42. 
The first and last of these contain 
material which appears to represent 
_ the original Charge in a form which 
combines features of Mk. and Q, 
Mk. (vi. 8-11) being closely followed 
in Lk. ix. 3-5, and Q being repre- 
sented in a Lucan form in a Charge 
to the Seventy (Lk. x. 3-12, 16), as 
follows : 


On the 


Wiese, LAS oe 
(a) vv. 5 b, 6 — 
7,8 9 


9,10a 4a 
(Mk. vi. 8f., Lk. ix. 3) 


1Iob 7h 0) 
II-I4 5-11 
(Mk. vi. rof., Lk. ix. 4 f.) 
15 12 
16 3 
(d) 40 16 
41 a5 
42 — (cf. Mk. ix. 41) 


5a. tovtovs KTA.] On bddexa 
see v. 2; ameorerAey continues the 
thought of dzdaroAos in the same 
verse. mapayyetAas is due to Mk. vi. 
8; the verb is frequent in Lk. (Ev.4, 
Ac.*°), but in Mt., Mk. it recurs only 
TUE GVew Sis) — Ville vale Os 

5b. eis 006v krA.] ‘To the way 
leading to the Gentiles’; for the 
gen. cf. iv. 15, Jud. xx. 42, eis o6dy 
THs épipov. Perhaps dmreAGety is to 
be understood strictly, ‘depart,’ sc. 
out of Jewish territory. On the 
chief Hellenistic towns of Palestine 
see Schiirer, HJP. m. 1. 57-149. 


- The apostles, like their Master (xv. 


24), were sent to Jews only. There 
is nothing in the chapter, or in 
Mk.’s account, at variance with this. 
Lk.’s omission of the words has 
been understood to imply that the 
Seventy were to go to Gentiles as 
well as Jews. This, however, is not 
stated. In a writing intended for 
Gentiles, the emphatic words were 
probably omitted to avoid misconcep- 
tion. Some have thought that the 
mission of the Seventy is altogether 
unhistorical, but that is only a con- 
jecture from the undoubted fact that 
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6 uy eloéXOnte: mopeverOe S& waddov mpos Ta MpoBaTa Ta 


7 amow@AdoTa oiKov “lopann. 
8yovtes Ott 


"Hyyixev 4 Bacirela TOV ovpavav. 


t Se , L 
TT OPEVOMEVOL € KNPUOCETE e- 


> Qn 
ao GevovvTas 


/ 
Oeparredete, vexpods éyeipete, Aempods Kabapilete, Satmovia 


9 xBdrrcgTe: Swpeav éddBete, Swpedv Sére. 


Lk. has assigned to it the Charge 
which Mt. assigns to the mission of 
the Twelve. 

kat eis aéAw x«tA.] On the 
Samaritans, and the Jewish estimate 
of them, see Schiirer, HJP. 1. i. 5- 
8; cf. Sir.l. 25 f. The Samaritan 
district is described in Jos. BJ. 111. 
ili. 4. It was the custom of Jews 
who wished to travel from Galilee to 
Judaea to avoid the Samaritans by 
passing into the Hellenistic districts 
on the E. of Jordan; but the Lord’s 
double prohibition confined the 
apostles to Galilee (contrast xxviii. 
19) In Lk. ix.52, Jo. iv. 4f, He 
is related to have passed through 
Samaria, but not for the purpose of 
preaching ; see xix. I note. 

6. mopeverOe S€ xrA.] If the 
Jewish nation could: be brought to 
repentance, the new age would 
dawn; see Ac. iii. 19 f, Jo. iv. 22. 
But when they proved obdurate, 
TP GVTOV TapaTTépate 7) TwTypia 
tois €Oveow (Rom. xi. 11), 7a 
mpoBara ... IopanA (repeated in 
xv. 24) is an allusion to Jer, xxvii. 
[=fifty] 6, mpdBara droAwAdra 
éyevnOn 6 Aads pov. The participle 
is not ‘lost’ (A.V., R.V.) in the sense 


of ‘strayed,’ but ‘ perished’ (Wicl. ; 


oves quae perrerunt, Vulg.); see ix. 36 
note. ‘House of Israel’ is found 
passim in the O.T., but in the N.T. 
recurs only in xy. 24, Ac. ii. 36, vii. 
42 (Lxx.), Heb. viii. 8, I0 (1xx,). 
oikov without the art. represents the 
Heb. construct state. 

7. mopevopevot €KTA.] Through- 
out their journey (pres. partcp.) the 
content of their message was to be 


M7 x«xrtnonocbe 


the same as that of their Master (see 
iv. 17 note). Lk. places this, and 
the acts of healing, a little Jater in 
the Charge to the Seventy (x. 9). 

8. doOevovvtas «tX.] Lk. has 
the first item only; Mt. expands with 
a series similar to that in xi.5. The 
miracles were not mere acts of kind- 
ness, but had the far more momentous 
meaning (as in the Lord’s work) of 
signs of the nearness of the Kingdom ; 
see xii. 28 note. Some have thought 
the mention of them here to be 
merely a reflexion of apostolic ex- 
periences in the early days of the 
Church ; but it is noteworthy that 
lepers are never mentioned in the 
N.T. outside the synopt. Gospels. 
vekpovs éyeipere is omitted in the 
later uncials, perhaps owing to the 
absence of this sign of power from 
v1. On Kkabapifere see viii. 2. 

Swpedv xtX.] Mt. only. dwpedy 
(frequent in Lxx. = D3M) recurs in 
the Gospp. in Jo. xv. 25 (from 
LXx.) only; elsewhere Paul. Epp.‘, 
Apoc.? The object to be supplied 
with éAdBere is the power of heal- 
ing (v. 1), with ddre the healing 
itself. The command is directed 
against the receiving of payment 
for acts of ministry. The Mishna 
(Bechor. iv. 6, Ned. iv. 3) contains 
similar injunctions. §. Paul rigidly 
abstained from it (2 Cor. xi. 7 ff.; cf. 
1 Cor. ix. 18,2 Con xin, 13=085 
1 Thes, ii. 9, Ac. xx: 33~35). See 
also Ac, iii. 6 (referred to by Ambr.), 
vill. 18-20, The abuse here guarded 
against soon grew rife in the Church ; 
see Didache, xi.—xiii, esp. xi, 6, 
eLepxouevos S¢ 6 dardoctodos pydev 


X. 10] 
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xpucov pmdé apyvpov pnd& yarwov eis tas Covas spon, 
pn wnhpav eis oddv pnde S00 yuTdvas pde trodjpata 10 


AapBaverw ei py aprov, ews ob 
aviicOy: dv S& dpytpuov airp, 
Yevdorpopytys écrit, 

9, 10. No provision for the tour. 
Mk. (vv. 8f) has the series: staff, 
bread, wallet, money (xaAxéds), 
[sandals], coats. Lk. ix. 3 is based 
on this, transposing bread and wallet 
(see Swete), writing dpyvpioy for 
xadxoy, and omitting sandals. But 
a kee Awe cl. Xxiix 35) has a 
different series: purse, wallet, shoes ; 
and Mt. follows this order, dealing 
with money (three items), wallet, 
clothing (two items), and adds the 

prohibition of a staff. 

«ga pay KTHONTOe KTA.] ‘Do not 
procure,’ ze. as a provision before 
starting ; not nolite possidere (Vulg.). 
Mk. and Lk. ix. have aipere, Lk. x. 
Baordgere, It is not a prohibition 
against accepting payment for acts of 
ministry. x«tTjonoGe governs all the 
accusatives down to pdBdov, and 
implies that they were to receive 
money, etc. en route. They could 
accept anything that was given 
to them. Mt. takes Mk.’s yaAkov, 
alters Lk.’s apyvpiov, both of 
which mean ‘money’ in general, 
and by prefixing ypvodv forms 
a climax, ‘neither gold, nor 
silver, nor (even) bronze.’ The 
(svn was used for carrying money ; 
ef. Hor. Ep. IL ii. 40, ‘ibit eo quo 
vis qui zonam perdidit’; see HDB., 
art. ‘ Bag.’ 


10, pay mhpav KTA.] Cf. Judith 
K, 5, Xili. 10, 15, Sym. 1 Regn. xvii. 
40, Martial 11. 53. 2, ‘Cum baculo 
peraque senex.” The wallet would, 
if it were part of their outfit, be used 
for carrying food for each day’s 
journey; but it was forbidden, which 


probably means that, though they 
might accept hospitality, they were 
not to accept food to carry with 
them. On m7pa as a beggar’s wallet 
see Hap. T., Nov. 1906, 62, The 
xitév was the coat worn over the 
owvddv (shirt), and under the iuaruov 
(cloak); they were not to procure two 
of these for the journey. It is not 
clear whether this means that a 
second coat was not to be carried for 
future use, or that two were not to 
be worn together; but Mk. has p 
evdtonoGe Sto yx., and this may be 
the meaning of pate ava Sto yit@vas 
éxewv in Lk. ix. (cf. Jos. Ant. XVII. v. 
7, who speaks of 6 évrds yiTdv of a 
slave, evededvxer yap Sto, and see 
Mk. xiv. 63). Coats are not men- 
tioned in Lk.x. On the other hand, 
trodjpara are not mentioned in Lk. 
ix., but are forbidden in Mt. and Lk. 
x.(=Q). This probably means that 
theré was originally no mention of 
them in Mk., where the insertion of 
GAXG trodedenevors cavddd1a, which 
disturbs the construction, was prob- 
ably a scribal note, perhaps added 
by one who thought that the 
ambiguous pa) kTHonT Oe (Lk. Bacre- 
(ere) trodyjpara meant that shoes 
were not to be carried, but that the 
apostles were to go simply in those 
which they wore at the moment. 
Spitta (ZWTh., 1913, 36-45, 116 f.) 
conjectures in Lk. trevdvpara or 
broétvpara, ‘underclothing’ With 
regard to the staff there is a direct 
contradiction. It is not mentioned 
in Lk. x., but while Mt. and Lk. ix. 
have pde [pjre] paBdov, Mk. has 
et pay paBdov povov. In this case 
the increased strictness of the in- 
junction may have been due to 
early tradition, In Diat. and Ssin 
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paBdos is rendered ‘stick’ in Mk., 
but ‘staff’ in Mt. Lk., as though an 
ordinary walking-stick were per- 
mitted, but not something more 
formidable to serve as a weapon of 
defence; but the distinction was 
probably Tatian’s invention, % pesh 
has ‘stick’ (Vulg. virga) in all three 
gospels, Aug., al. explain the for- 
bidden pasos as literal, but the 
permitted one as metaphorical of 
apostolic authority. 

The object of all the prohibitions 
was probably not a stern asceticism. 
The apostles were to exercise the 
trust in God’s providence enjoined 
in vi. 25 f., 28-33. The part which 
the prohibitions played in determin- 
ing the aims of S. Francis of Assisi 
is well known. 

dios yap «tA.] The epydrys 
sent into the harvest (ix. 38) would 
be right in accepting the supply of 
real needs from those to whom he 
preached. Cf. Didache, xiii. 1. Lk. 
(x. 7) places the saying in connexion 
with the acceptance of hospitality, 
and although it speaks of food, he 
has tov pucOov for rHs Tpopys. But 
tpopy in the case of a labourer or 
slave is virtually puods; cf. xxiv. 45, 
Thuc. vi. 93, vill. 57. The Lucan 
form) sis) quoted Mittin Dims Veeetio, 
either as Scripture, or (if 7 ypapy 
refers only to the foregoing quota- 
tion) as a well-known saying. 

Lk. (x. 4) here adds pndéva, xara 
tiv dddv domdanoGe (cf. 4 Regn. iv. 
29), in contrast with the salutation 
to be given when they entered a 
house (v. 5). The urgency of their 
work admitted of no delays. 


11-16. Manner of life during the 
tour. Mk., followed by Lk. (x.), has 


two simple injunctions: (1) in any 
house that they enter they are to re- 
main, until they leave the place; (2) - 
as they depart from any place that 
refuses to receive them, they are to 


.shake off the dust of their feet as a 


witness against them. Mt. and Lk. 
(x.) give fuller material from Q, 
which they found differently treated 
in the respective recensions which 
they used. ss 

11. eis Hv KTX.] This command, 
given in Mt, only, forms a preparation 
for the following kéKe? peivate KTA. 
which comes from Mk.: whenever 
they enter a city or village they 
must inquire in it for a worthy 
householder ; ‘and there,’ z.¢. in his 
house, they must lodge all the time 
that they are in the place. In Mk. 
and Lk. (ix.) there is no ambiguity 
in éxeé, since the preceding sentence 
speaks only of entrance into a house. 
In Lk. (z.) the command takes the 
form pa petaBaivere €€ oixias eis 
oixiay: they must not appear to be 
seeking more comfortable lodgings ; 
no reason must cause a change when 
once their host was known to be 
‘worthy.” What constituted worthi- 
ness is not stated, but it would 
naturally be readiness to receive the 
preachers and their message; see an 
instance in Ac. xvi. 15. For the 
absolute use of d&£c0s cf. xxii. 8, Apoc. 
lil, 4, xvi. 6, 2 Mac, xv. 21. 

12. eioepydpevor S€ KTA] Vi 11 
has described the procedure to be 
adopted in any town or village; wv, 
12, 13 describe the procedure at any 
given house. An explanation often 
given is that the inquiry for a worthy 
householder was to be made among 
the inhabitants of the town (so Jer.), 
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and that having heard of one, on 
entering his house (eis tiv oixiav) 
they were to salute it. But v. 13 
assumes the possibility that after 
entering a house they may find it to 
be unworthy. The inquiry, there- 
fore, was probably to be made at a 
house, by questioning the householder 
whether he would receive them and 
their message; but before making 
the inquiry (Lk. rparov), they were 
to give the house the privilege of a 
salutation, which, if the owner proved 
unworthy, would be _ ineffectual. 
eivepx. «is 7. oikiavy means ‘On 
entering the house where you intend 
to make the inquiry. Wellhausen’s 
explanation—‘ the guest may at first 
be unknown, but he then reveals 
himself to be a missionary, and there- 
upon experiences varying treatment’ 
—is less simple. See the writer's 
note in JTRS. July 1910. Mt’s 
dordcace and Lk.’s Aéyere* cipyvn 
represent the same Aram. original ; 
dora er Oat = pide xg in Ex. xviii. 
7, Jud. xviii, 15 (A), and in Sym. 
1 Regn. xxv, 5, xxx. 21, 2 Regn. 
viii. 10, where LXX. has épwrav [7a] 
€LS €L vnvV. 

Pt aes édv xtX.] Lk. has the 
more Semitic x. cay 9 éxel vids eipi- 
vns. For éA@dérw and éervotpapyrw 
he has éravamranoerat (-ravoerar) 
and dvakdpier, verbs which are fairly 
frequent in the Lxx.; for the former 
see espec. Num. xi. 25, 4 Regn. ii. 
15. <A greeting uttered by apostles 
was not a mere friendly wish (ovK 
domracpos TovTé éate Yidds, add’ 
evAoyia, Chrys.) but had, so to speak, 
an objective existence (cf. Is. xlv. 23, 
ly. 11, Zech. v. 3 f.); it would ‘come’ 


(Mt.) or ‘settle’ (Lk.) upon the house 
that was worthy of it; -otherwise 
it would return, undiminished and 
available for future use, upon the 
speakers (ef tuas; so Lk). The 
preposition may, indeed, imply the 
further thought that it will be to 
the benefit of the speakers. The 
practical benefits that a worthy house 
would receive are those enumerated 
in vv. 7, 8. 

14. kal 0s dv kTX.] Mk., followed 
by Lk. ix., deals only with the case 
of a TOmos, 4.¢.a city as a whole, that 
refused to receive the apostles. The 
account in Lk. x. is confused : éoOiere 
Ta Tapatieueva tpiv (v. 8), which 
can only describe entertainment in a 
house, forms part of their reception 
by a crty (vv. 8, 9), which is placed 
after their reception and entertain- 
ment in a house (vv. 5-7). Mt. 
continues to confine himself to the 
dealings with a particular house- 
holder (6s av); but a scribe has 
introduced confusion by inserting 7 
THs ToAEws after THs oiklas (see next 
verse), 

efepxouevot kTXr.] ‘At the moment 
that you emerge’ is the counterpart 
of civepydpevor (v. 12); it forms an 
abrupt anacoluthon after ds av. To 
shake off dust implies the shaking 
off of pollution, a strong figure for 
the disavowal of fellowship. They 
were to treat the unworthy house- 
holder as though he were a Gentile. 
See Edersheim, LT. i. 643 f., Wetstein, 
ad loc. Mk. has rdv xovv, which 
recurs in the N.T. in Apoc, xviii. 
19 only, but is more frequent in the 
LXx. than Kkovioptos, which in class. 
Gk. denotes dust stirred up as a 
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cloud. In Lk. x. the city is to be 
addressed, ‘the very dust which has 
stuck to our feet from your city we 
wipe off against you; but know 
this, that the Kingdom of God hath 
drawn near” In Mk. and Lk. ix. 
the shaking off of the dust is «is 
papropiov avrots (em avrods). 

15. dpynv xtrA.] Lk. deyw 8e 
tiv: see v. 18 note. dvexTdotepov 
éxewv describes the condition of a 
convalescent in Ox. Pap. 939. 25. 
In bibl..Gk., apart from this con- 
text, the word does not recur, except 
in the similar sayings xi. 22, 24. 
The principle involved in ‘more 
tolerable’ is that laid down in Lk. 
xil. 47 f. The expression ‘land of 
Sodom’ is elsewhere found only in 
xi. 24. On yj = xwpa see ix. 26. 
T'époppa as a neut. plur. occurs 5 
times in the Lxx. ; in accordance with 
the Heb. it should be a fem. sing., 
as in the vl. here Toudppas, 2 Pet. 
ii. 6, and 9 times in the uxx. Lk. 
x. 12, and Mt. xi. 24 omit cal Toy. 
For Sodom as typical of sin that 
receives divine punishment cf. also 
Lk. xvii. 29, Rom. ix. 29, 2 Pet. ii. 
6, Jude 7, Jubil. xxxvi. to. In 
Sanh. x. 3 it is said ‘the men of 
Sodom have no portion in the age 
to come.’ 

év npépa Kpicews] So xi. 22, 
24, xii. 36, Judith xvi. 17 (20); 
eis pépav Kp. 2 Pet. ii. 9, iii. 7; 
év TH Hye THS Kp. 1 Jo. iv. 17. 
Lk. has é€v TH wp. éxeivy (x. 12), 
and é€v tH Kpioe (x. 14). All 
denote the Judgment Day to come. 
See also the apocalyptic passages 


cited by Allen, ad loc. On the 
omission of the article in a fixed 
formula see Blass, § 46.9. Since the 
‘Day’ marked the advent of the 
Kingdom which was already near 
(v. 7), the punishment of the city 
was soon to fall. 

Like the insertion of 7 Tis wédews 
in v. 14, this verse dealing with a 
city disturbs Mt.’s account of the 
procedure enjoined upon the apostles. 
It is.a duplicate of xi. 24, added 
here by harmonization with Lk. x. 
12, where the saying has been 
transposed from its true position 
after v. 15 in order to form an im- 
pressive continuation of the saying 
about rejection of a city. It is- 
probable, therefore, that throughout 
the whole section Mt. originally had 
no mention of a city, but only of a 
house. See the note in JTRS. re- 
ferred to above. 

16 a, idob éyd KrA.]  ‘Mittit 
ergo agnos inter lupos ut com- 
plerentur illud: Tune lupi et agni 
simul pascentur’ (Ambr.). Lk. (x.-3) 
places the saying near the beginning 
of the Charge, with which tradition 
connected it, doubtless on account of 
the word dzocréAAw. But there is 


-no evidence that the apostles during 


their short tour were ever in peril ; 
in Mt. ix. 36, x. 6 their hearers are 
mpoBata; they did not become 
wolves till the Lord’s death. In 
Mt. the saying forms a link between 
the Charge and the section on per- 
secution which follows. There is 
no emphasis on éy, which Lk. 
omits; the Semitic idiom would 
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require the pronoun and a participle. 
It carries encouragement neverthe- 
less, standing at the head of the 
predictions of persecution (so Chrys.). 
Lk. has dpvas for rpéBara, perhaps 
to heighten the contrast with AvKwv. 
For the metaphor cf. Herod. iv. 149, 
katadeipew du év A¥KowWw. On 
év péow (B eis pecov) see Blass, 
§ 4o. 8. 


16 b. yiverOe otv xrtXr.] Since 
Lk. omits the saying, Mt. has perhaps 
drawn it from another context. 
The Lord perhaps used a current 
proverbial expression. Ign. ad 
Polyc. ii. 2 alludes to it. The 
thought, without: the metaphors, 
occurs in Rom. xvi. 19. In Midr. 
Cant. ii. 14, R. Juda (¢ A.D. 200) 
said ‘God saith of the Israelites, 
Towards me they are sincere as 
doves, but towards the Gentiles they 
are prudent as serpents.” Cf. Test. 
Naph. viii. 8,yiver0e obv codol ev 
Oe, Téxva prov, Kal Ppdvipor. For 
ppovipos of the serpent cf. Gen. iii. 
1(=ONp). The thought is confined 
to the single characteristic of 
prudence; cf. Lk. xvi. 1-8. . Naz. 
Gosp. seems to have had ‘more 
prudent than serpents’ (fp. trép o¢., 
see Texte u. Unters., 1911, p. 39, 90). 
aKépatos, ‘pure, unmixed’ as applied 
to wine, metals etc, is used with 
‘dove’ in Sym. Cant. v. 2, vi. 8 [9], 
 aKepaia pov (= NM); in bibl. 
Gk. it recurs only in Est. xvi. 6, 
Rom. xvi. 19, Phil. ii. 15. ‘Sim- 
plicitas columbarum ex Spiritus 
sancti specie demonstratur’ (Jer.). 
Contrast Philo, Qu. Rer. Div. 25, 48, 


where the dove is a picture of wisdom, 
of the Nous, and of the Logos. For 
the strange patristic exegesis of the 
wisdom of the serpent see Zahn, ad 
loc. 


17-23. (xxiv. 9, 13, Mk. xiii. 
9-13, Lk. xxi. 12-19; cf. Lk. xii. 
II, 12.): Predictions of persecution. 
Mt. here attaches to the Charge a 
group of sayings which belong to a 
late period of the Lord’s life. Mk. 
is closely followed. Lk. largely 
coincides with him in contents and 
order, but in language is quite in- 
dependent. Having placed the 
verses here, Mt. in ch. xxiv. summa- 
rizes them as briefly as possible. 

17. mpooéxete 6€ KTXr.] S€ is 
not ‘but’; as often in Mt. it merely 
links separate sayings ;: there is some 
authority for its omission. On 
mpocexery amd for Mk.’s late and 
rare PAerere SC twas EavTod’s see 
Blass, § 34. 1. For Mt.’s use of 
ot dvOpwrrot see viii. 27 note. On 
ovvedpta, the local courts of discipline, 
see v. 22. Having been tried by 
the elders of the synagogue, who 
formed the court, offenders were 
scourged in the synagogue buildings ; 
see-Eus. HE. v. xvi. 12. Mt.’s ex- 
pression takes the place of Mk.’s 
pregnant «is cvvaywyds SapyjoerGe 
(lit. ‘be flayed,’ a Lxx. word). On 
avT@v see Vii. 29. 

18. Kat emt wy. 5€ xtA.] ‘Nay 
more’ (kat... 6€. yeuoves in 
1 Pet. ii. 14 are any governors sub- 
ordinate to the emperor (BacvAeds) ; 
but apart from the present context 
(except Mt. ii. 6) the word always 
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stands in the N.T. for the Procurator 
of Judaea (Pilate Mt. xxvii. xxviii. 
Lk. xx. 20; Felix Ac. xxiii. 24 etc.; 
Festus 7b. xxvi. 30). PaovdAcis are 
here (contrast xvii. 25) the Herodian 
princes, e.g. Antipas (xiv. 9, Mk. vi. 
14, 22), Agrippa Lo (Ac) xii. 1): 
Agrippa II. (Ac. xxv. 13). €vexev 
éuod (so Mk.) is not different from 
Lk.’s évex. Tov dvduards pov (see 
22 note): in the immediate expecta- 
tion of His own violent death, in 
which the words were spoken, the 
Lord could speak of their sufferings 
for His sake, or His name’s sake, 2.2. 
not, as in later times, merely for 
bearing the Christian name, but 
because they had been associated 
with Him. 

eis paptipiov KTXr.] Cf. viii. 4. 
adrots refers both to the Jewish ‘kings’ 
and to the Gentile ‘governors.’ By 
the apostles’ trial Gentiles would 
have an opportunity of hearing their 
message ; cf. 2 Tim. iv. 16 f. But 
the addition of kat tots €Overw, an 
adaptation of Mk.’s kal eis mavra 
Ta €Ovn tpOtov Sei KnpvxOqvar 7d 
edayyéAvov, implies mission work 
‘beyond the borders of Palestine. 
See note on xxiv. 14 and compare 
the addition of tov €Ovwy in xxiv. 9. 

19. Orav d€ kTA.] The substance 
of vv. 19, 20 must have stood in 
Q. Lk. follows Mk. more closely 
IN Xr at. thank <x een aed: 
The command is ‘Be not anxious 
about the manner or matter of your 
defence’ (so Lk. xii. 11). On ré see 
Moulton i. p. 93. Mk. has py 
Tpopepiuvare, Lk. xxi. 14 pay Tpo- 


peXerav ‘ prepare, or practise, before- 
hand.’ Self-defence before Jewish 
kings and heathen governors would 
be a terrible ordeal for humble ~ 
Galileans. The injunction applied 
to cases when preparation of a speech 
would ordinarily be impossible ; 
‘non omnis praeparatio ex eo nobis 
prohibetur’ (Beng.). The real pre- 
paration is to have the heart already 
full (xii. 34 b, 35, Ac. iv. 20). 

20. TO mvevpa KTA.] Mk. 7d xv. 
7) a@ytov, Lk. xii, 12 TO Gytov 7v., 
but xxi. 15 éy® yap ddow xrA. 
The last is certainly a later thought 
(ef. 2 Tim. iv. 17), and recalls the 
promise to Moses, Ex. iv. 11 ff. 
Mt. never uses ‘the holy Spirit,’ and 
his expression is unique. © But 
the Spirit, though it is that of the 
transcendent Father, is immanent 
in the disciples (Mt. alone adds 76 
Aadovv ev tyiv); He speaks in man 
as He prays in man (Rom. vill. 26, 
Gal. iv. 6), and He annuls human 
individuality as little in the one 
case as in the other. It is possible 
that Jesus had in mind Joel ii. 28 f. 
[ili. 1 f]; the gift of the Spirit was 
to be one of the signs of the approach 
of the new age, and it would help 
the disciples in their persecutions. 

21. mapadéoet S€ krA.] ‘Hoe in 
persecutionibus fieri crebro videmus’ 
(Jer.). Mk. has xal mapad., but is 
otherwise identical till the end of 
the next verse. The words are an 
echo of Mic. vii. 6, which is adapted 
in vv. 35 f. Oavardcovery, ‘ procure 
the death of, morte cos afficient. (cf. 
1 Regn. xxi.-°21,° Suse 2s)y-ais 


X. 22] 


TEKVOV, Kal 
govow avTous. 
dvoud pou" 
equivalent to mapaddcovew eis 
@dvarov. xxiv. 9 has simply dzo- 
Ktevovowv. Lk. qualifies it, Oavarw- 
covow €€ dor, since the honour of 
martyrdom was reserved for few. 
Social strife is often spoken of in the 
apocalypses as an accompaniment 
of the last days; see Allen, ad loc. 
It was to be one of Elijah’s functions 
to reconcile fathers and children 
(Mal. iv. 6 [iii. 24], Sir. xlviii. 10). 

22. kal é€oecOe xtXr.] So Mk, 
Lk. ; in xxiv. 9 t@v €Ovav is added 
after wdvtwy. The periphrasis for 
puonoerOe perhaps implies ‘ Ye shall 
be (continually) in the condition of 
being hated’ (Blass, § 62. 2). The 
‘name,’ as often in the O.T., and still 
more frequently in the Targg. and 
Rabb. writings, stood for the ‘person’ ; 
and such expressions as imép tov 
dvopards pov (Ac. ix. 16), évexev T. 
év, pov (Mt. xix. 29), trép T. dvdu. 
tov Kupiov (Ac. xv. 26), and even 
brep T. dvépatos (id. v. 41, 3 Jo. 7), 
may be only Semitic equivalents for 
trép Xpurrod (cf. 2 Cor. xii. Io, 
Phil. i. 29), evexev €uov (Mt. v. 11, 
x. 18), and the like; cf. the Rabb. 
nv, which frequently denotes no 
more than ‘for the sake of’ (see ». 
41 note). 

6 Oe bropeivas KTr.] So xxiv. 13 
and Mk.; Lk. has év ty tropovy 
bpov krioerGe (‘ye shall win’) ras 
Yuyas tpdv, which does not differ 
in meaning. dmopeivas is absolute 
(cf. 2 Tim. ii. 12), and must not be 
connected with ¢is, as eg. vm. els 
eipjvnv (Jer. xiv. 19), eis TOV vopov 
abrod (Ps. exxix. [cxxx.] 5). The 
absolute use is not frequent in the 
LXX,, whete it usually has a personal 
object. The importance of tropovy, 
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NW oF 3} / CEA 4 \ \ 
KaL €OECOVE KLOOUMEVOL UTTO TaAVT@Y Oud TO 22 
if be € / > s e / 

10) € vuTOMEWaS ELS TENOS OUTOS owOnoerar. 


while the thought is not absent from 
Jewish writings (see Volz, Jiid. Esch. 
172), became a marked feature in 
apostolic teaching, the verb or subst. 
occurring 42 times in the Epp. and 
Apoc. See further Swete on Mk. 
xiii. 13. The meanings of eis réAos 
vary in the Lxx. and N.T., as in class. 
Gk.: ‘for ever’ = ny (Ps. Ixxvi. 
[Ixxvii.] 9, sd (Ps. ix. 19); ‘con- 
tinually’ (Lk. xviii. 5); ‘finally’ 
(2 Mace. viii. 29); ‘utterly’ = mbab 
(2 Ch. xii. 12), DEM (Jos. viii. 24), 
Jo. xili. 1, 1. Thes. ii.-16:— In the 
N.T. there occur also ews, pexpt, 
axpt TéXovs. It is less defined than 
eis TO TEXos ‘till the end of the age,’ 
usque ad finem, Vulg. (contrast xxiv. 
13 with 14). Many would have no 
opportunity of shewing endurance 
till the Last Day, since they would 


‘already have suffered martyrdom 


(vy. 21), eis TéAos is therefore ‘con- 
tinually,’ z.e. to the utmost extent or 
intensity of the persecutions. This 
is simpler than to connect it with 
owOyoerat, with the meaning ‘finally.’ 
The thought of the whole passsage 
has its best commentary in Apoc. ii. 
10. The conceptions of cw6jvar 
(cwrnpia) in the Jewish apocalypses 
varied from a crude materialism to 
a lofty spirituality, but they were 
always those of deliverance and victory 
which would be granted to the 
nation (or the righteous members of 
it) in the coming Kingdom (see HDB. 
art. ‘Salvation, Volz, Jtd. Esch. 
332)-nek, xix, 625.0 (n0te), xxiv. 13) 
Dap like, Fan, HE) ING ahh, ily se IF 
and gwrnpia, Lk. i. 69, 71, 77, 
Jo. iv. 22. After the Resurrection 
Christians came to perceive more 
clearly that ‘salvation, like the 
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23 6Tav S€ SthKkwow vas ev TH TOE TaVTH, PevyeTe els THV 
lal \ t 

érépav’ apy yap déyo tpiv, od pn TédonTe Tas TONES 


23 erepav] add eav de [vel kav] ev rn addy [vel erepa, vel ex ravrns] Suwkwou 
[-ovow D, exdiwtovow L 247] vmas devyere ecs Tv add\nvy DL 1 13 247 al 
Labi g'?hkq Ssin.diat®» [(?) vide Burkitt, Hv. da Meph. i. 5]. 


coming of the Kingdom, was not 
merely a future event, but a present 
process leading to a consummation. 

23. érav 6éxrX.] A continuation 
of the thought mpocéyere dd Tov 
avOpdwv (v. 17 a). Regard to this 
command would have restrained the 
fanatical eagerness for martyrdom of 
which the later history of the Church 
supplies so many examples. “The 
injunction to the disciples not to 
mind how often they flee (the reason 
for which is given in the following 
words) is emphasized in some MSS. 
by an additional clause (see Appar.). 

dpnv yap xtX.] On the formula 
see v. 18, Were these words part 
of the original charge, they would 
imply that the disciples were to 
preach in each town to which they 
fled, and that before they had fled 
to, and preached in, every town in 
Israel, the Son of Man would come. 
But it is impossible to maintain that 
the Lord expected the end of the 
age before the disciples had finished 
their tour, because (1) wv. 17-22 
(with which Mt. closely connects 
. this verse) belong to the position in 
which Mk. xiii. 9-13 stands, as is 
shewn by Mts parallel (xxiv. 9, 13); 
(2) the thought of fleeing from 
persecution differs toto caelo from 
that of the imperious action ¢com- 
manded in v. 14; the original Charge 
and the present section belong to 
different periods and reflect different 
conditions ; (3) there was nothing in 
the message commanded in v. 7 to 
call forth persecution. 

By combining this verse, as a real 


part of the Charge, with Mk. vi. 
30 f., Schweitzer allows himself to 
reach the conclusion that Jesus was 
disappointed at the delay of the 
Parousia of the Son of Man, so 
that when the disciples returned, 
the prediction not having been 
verified, His plans, and His attitude 
towards the multitude, were altered, 
and He started to travel about with 
the Twelve only (Quest of the Hist. 
Jesus, $57= —63). 

ov pH Teheonre ot The open- 
ing ydp connects the words with 
gedyere —‘Ye will not have ex- 
hausted, passed through the whole 
number of, the cities in your flight’ ; 
ef. the Glass ex Anpody (Eur. Or. 54), 
so explere (Virg. Aen. xii. 763, Tibull. 
I. iv. 69), complere (Lucr. ii. 323). 
It is not the band of missionaries, 
but the community of the disciples, 
that is to flee ; and the cities of Israel, 
te. the Jewish cities in Palestine, 
will afford them enough places of 
refuge, because the Son of Man is 
coming so soon. sin inserts ‘the 
house of’ before ‘Israel’ (cf. v. 6); 
Diat®™ omits ‘of Israel,’ extending 
the expression to all the cities of the 
Roman world, interpreting the in- 
junctions as applying to Christian 
missionary activity. At the out- 
break of the Jewish war in A.D. 66 
the Christians fied, not to a Jewish 
town, but to Pella (Eus. HE. 111. v. 3, 
Epiph. > Haer, xxix. 7, 2x2), a 
heathen town of the Decapolis (see 
xxiv. 16); this, however, was not a 
flight from religious persecution. On 
ov py see Moulton, i, 191. 


X. 25] 
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Ovx« éoti 24 


\ a 
pabnrns Umép tov diSdoxarov obdé Soddros brép roy KvpLov 


aUTOv. 


> \ fal a tA / 
apKetov T@ pabnth iva yévntar as 6 SiddoKados 25 
’ a Nera’ a € x 
_ avtov, cat o So0vA0s as O KUpLOS avuTov. 


> \ >] 
€l TOV oOLKObE- 


Ld \ > / na 
omoTny BeefeBovr érrexddecay, TOo@ paAdov Tods olKLaKOS 


25 BeefeBoud] NB; Beedg. CE al %affflq % hel arm acth; Bert DLX Hb 
[Velzebul] g! [Beizebul] h k me ; Beelzebub & c g? vg & sin. pesh 


ews €AGy xtA.] Since the words 
are unconnected with the mission 
Charge, they cannot mean that the 
Lord would meet the disciples at some 
appointed spot during their tour. 
Orig. explains €X@y as analogous 
with the éAevodueba of Jo. xiv. 
23, a frequent spiritual intercourse 
(similarly Chrys., al.) ; but the evang. 
- could not have used éws with an aor. 
to express this. Calvin, and many 
modern writers, explain it of the 
coming of the Holy Spirit at Pente- 
cost. This was no doubt the begin- 
ning of its actual fulfilment. But 
the meaning of ‘the coming of the 
Son of Man’ is too distinctive in the 
Gospels to allow us to suppose that 
this was the thought in the Lord’s 
mind at the time. (See p. xxvi.) 
For other instances of His use of the 
title, without explicitly applying it 
to Himself, see p. xix., group I. 

24-39. Further collected sayings 
on persecution. 

24. ovx eotw KTA,.] The disciple 
cannot expect to earn less hatred 
than his Teacher, etc.; it should be 
enough (v. 25) for him that he is as 
his Teacher, 2.¢. that he does not 
suffer more than He. This would 
be unintelligible to the disciples till 
after the prediction (in xvi. 21) that 
their Master was to suffer. It cannot 
have belonged to the original Charge. 
Jesus may have been alluding to a 
current proverb; cf. Berak. 58b ‘It 
is enough for the slave that he should 
be as his master (1393), and other 


passages in Wetstein. Its true force 
is probably given in Lk.’s context 
(vi. 40). The 6SotAos clause, here 
and in v. 25, is absent from Lk., 
but it is used in Jo, xiii. 16 (after a 
reference in v. 13 to the diddcKados 
and xtpuos of the present verse), and 
(in connexion with persecution) xv. 20. 

25. dpxerév xtX.] On dpxerdv 
see vi. 34; for the use of iva see 
Moulton, i. 208. 6 dSovAos: se, éorw 
or é€orat. But Wellh. conjectures 
6 paOyrns for the dat. 

The thought in Lk. is not very 
different: ‘however well equipped, 
he will not be superior to his teacher.’ 

ei 7. oikodeoTétnv KTX.] This 
saying, confined to Mt., was perhaps 
spoken soon after the scene in xii. 
22-32. The term of reproach is 
variously spelt, and its meaning is 
doubtful. The form Beelzebub occurs 
in Gk. in Sym. 4 Regn. i. 2 f, 6, 16 
(xx. Béad pviav) = 393) Sy3, but 
in the N.T. only in two % MSS, 
Vulg. and %; from the Vulg. it is 
adopted in all Engl. versions. Riehm 
suggests that in the time of Jesus 
the word was 8234 bya, ‘Lord of 
enmity,’ ze Satan. If so, BeeAe- 
BoA, for which the textual evidence 
is decisive, may have been a popular 
corruption of it. Two derivations 
are suggested for the form Bee(A)(e- 
BotXr; (1) In bibl. Heb. the root 231 
denotes ‘to exalt,’ hence zbal ‘a 
lofty place, or abode’ (1 Kings viii. 
13, Is. lxiii. 15), either the temple 
(so also in later Heb.) or heaven. 
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ovdevy yap éoTLW KEeKa- 


/ \ ‘ a > 
Avupévov 6 ovK aTroKadvPOnoeTaL, Kal KPUTTOV 0 Ov Yvo- 


27 ¢OnoeTau. 


Thus ‘Lord of [a lofty] Dwell- 
ing’ is thought to be the name 
of an evil spirit or demon. Some 
even find a word-play in oikoder7d- 
tns (lord of a house), and a reference 
to this meaning in xii. 29 (see JBL., 
1912, 34 ff.). (2) It is connected with 
the Aram. and late Heb. ba = ‘dung.’ 
If it was the name of a heathen 
deity or a demon, as it is treated in 
‘xii. 24 (see note), Sat may have been 
substituted for 2°b%b in scorn (as it 
is for M3}, a heathen ‘sacrifice’ in 
Bab. Ab. Zara 18b). But the name 
of a demon as a term of réproach 
for a man is strange. The Heb. use 
of baal in expressions denoting 
personal characteristics was so wide 
’ that ‘lord (master, owner) of dung’ 
may well have been a vulgar insult 
with no reference toa demon. The 
interpretation of it as the name of 
a demon may have been the cause 
of the awkward v.l. in B* t@ otko- 
deoméry and tots oixvakois, ‘If they 
have laid [alliance with] B. to the 
charge of the master of the house, 
how much more to his household.’ 
oixvaxo’ (Ssin ‘the sons of his 
house’): a late word, recurring in 
bibl. Gk. in v. 36 only. It is used 
in Ox. Pap. 294. 17 for a member 
of the household of a government 
official. The vl. oixesuxoé means 
‘those who are his own.’ 

26-33. (Lk. xii. 2-9.) A series 
of sayings from Q connected by the 
thought ‘Fear not’ (vv. 26, 28, 31). 
In Lk. they are placed in connexion 
with the opposition of the Pharisees 
to the Lord’s teaching (xi. 53 f.). 
Mk. has parallels with vv. 26, 33. 


26. py obv KTX.] Apart from the 


a , Cn > a / 7 > a hee 
d Aéyo vwiv ev TH oKoTia, elmate Ev TH PwTi 


first four words, given in Mt. only, 
the saying occurs, in a different form, 
in Mk. iv. 22 (Lk. viii. 17), of the 
coming to light of a truth concealed 
by a parable; in Lk. xii. 2 (from Q) 
it is the coming to light of a man’s 
true nature concealed by hypocrisy. 
In Mt. the connexion of thought is 
difficult, and the passage can hardly 
be in its true position. It may be 
explained (1) by the preceding or (2) 
by the following words: (1) ‘Face 
insults fearlessly, for everything that 
you undergo, however secretly, shall 
be known,’ the thought being some- 
what similar to that in vi. 4, 6, 18; 
(2) Preach fearlessly in spite of insults, 
for everything that I tell you in 
secret, I wish you to proclaim openly,’ 
In Ox. Pap. iv. 654. 27 ff. the words 
oceur:* [wav 7d py eumpoo]Oev tis 
dPewds cov Kal [7d Kexpuppevov] amd 
gov amrokadvg[O]joet[al cour od 
yap érjrw Kpurrdv 6 od dav pdv 
yevjoerat] Kal teBappevov 5 ofdx 
eyepOnoerat}. 

27. 0 déyw «rd.] In Lk. (xii. 
3) the thought passes from the 
hypocrisy of the Pharisees to the 
secret words of the disciples. The 
verse is a good instance of Semitic 
parallelism, the two halves having 
exactly the same meaning; but in 
Mt. they mean ‘What you have 
heard in secret, speak, in Lk. ‘ what 
you have spoken in secret shall be 
heard,’ eis 7d ods dxovere is unique ; 
Aakeiv cis 7a Sra is frequent in the 
Lxx. (cf. Ex, xi. 2); dove év [rots] 
wotv also occurs; but the sing. ots 
makes clearer the action of whisper- 
ing. Cf. amroxadvrrew 1d @tiov 
(1 Regn. xx. 2, 13), mpooeOnkév pou 
wriov dxovew (Is. lL 4; ef wv 5). 


X. 29] 
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Ni a lal na 
Bn poBnOjte amd TaY aToKTeWovTwY TO coma Tiv 6bé 
\ \ a lal n 
yuynv pn Svvapévwv aroxteivar: poBeicbe Sé wadrov Tov 


8 ie \ \ \ n 2 fl > / 

vvapevov Kal uynv Kal o@pma atrodéoa, ev yeévyn. 
4 7 a 

S00 atpovlia dcoapiov mwdeitar ; 


d@ua means ‘roof’ nearly always in 
the Lxx., and always in the N.T. 
(xxiv. 17 (Mk., Lk), Lk. v. 19, Ac. 
x. 9). Jer. says it had that meaning 
‘in orlentalibus provinciis.’ 

28. kal pa poByOjre aad KTA.] 
The Hebraic construction (=] 81), 
frequent in the Lxx., does not occur 
in the N.T. apart from this context. 
In Lk. it is preceded by AEyw be 
tpiv tots pido pov (Jo. xv. 14 f.). 
On the varieties in the spelling of 
-_ daroxreivewy see Blass, § 17. 

tiv Se Wuyjv Ktd.) Lk. 
peTa TATA py EXOVTWY TEepLOTdTEpdy 
Tt woujoat. Patristic writers freely 
combined Mt. and Lk.; see Resch, 
Agrapha?, 169. The vagueness of 
psychological ideas allowed the use 
of Yvyy (SWDI) in three different 


\ 
Kal 


senses in the synn.: (1) The life prin- 


ciple common to men and animals, 
which requires food (vi. 25), and 
which man can kill (Mk. iii. 4; cf. 
Mt. ii. 20); (2) The seat of the 
thoughts and feelings, parallel with 
kapdia and didvowa (xxii. 37), and 
with mvetpa (Lk. i. 46 f.); cf. Mt. 
XXvi. 38, Jo. xii. 27 with Jo. xiii. 21; 
(3) Something higher than either, 
comprising all that makes up the real 
Self (so here) ; cf. xvi. 26 with Lk. ix. 
25. In the. present passage it is 
distinct from the body, but can be 
destroyed with the body in Gehenna. 
In v. 39 (1) and (3) are combined. 

 poBeiobe 5€ xrA.] ‘Fear habitu- 
ally” The change to the acc. may 
‘be intentional: in the O.T. when 
God is the object of fear, jf 8 
is rare in the Heb. and of. azo 
never occurs in the LXx., except in 


ovxl 29 
Kat & é& avtav ov 
poB. ard mpoodmrov (Hag. i. 12, 
Kecl. iii. 14, viii. 12 f.); the pre- 
position is lable to suggest the 
shunning of that which is to be 
feared. In Lk. the sentence is pre- 
ceded by tmrodeciEw 8€ tiv tiva 
poBynOnre. That rdv dvvdpevov 
kTA. is God and not the devil is 
clear from Lk, tov... éxovra 
eLovoiav éxBadrelv eis THY yéeevvar : 
the devil has no such efovcta. This 
was understood by all the early 
interpreters; cf. Jam. iv. 12. The 
Christian is never bidden to fear 
the devil, but to fight him (2b. v. 7, 
E Pet.’ y...9; ph. vi./11), On the 
meaning of dmoXéoas see v. 39, on 
the body in Gehenna, v. 29, and on 
Gehenna, v. 22. With the whole 
verse cf. the striking parallels in 
Wisd. xvi. 13, 4 Mac. xiii, 14 £ ; 
and see Epict. Discourses, i. 1, quoted 
by Plummer, St. Mat. ad loc. 


29. ovxi Sto KTA.] Lk. odxi 
Tevte oTp. TwAotyTa: docapiwy 
dvo0; On the market-stalls they 


might be sold at a halfpenny a brace 

or five for a penny. otpoviiov 

occurs seven times in the uxx. for 

“IBY, any small bird. Sparrows are 

probably meant; the passage implies 

that they were eaten, as they are 

to-day in Mediterranean countries. 

aoodpvoyv is the Gk. diminutive form 

of the Roman as, which was ;/,th of - 
a denarius. The latter, till the time 

of Nero, was about 93d., and the 

doodpiov, therefore, slightly more © 
than a halfpenny. It was hebraized 
as IPN. See HDB. iii. 427 b, 429 a. 
In tot adooapiov (D) the article 
preserves a Semitic construction. 
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boTIs oporoyiaes év pol éumpocbev Tav avOpdmroy, opo- 
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kat é€v ktA.] For the adversative 
kat see Blass, § 77. 6. The bird 
falls through cold, hunger, or storm, 
not in spite of, but with the know- 
ledge of the Father. The inexorable, 
and apparently cruel, laws of nature 
are not outside the loving care of 
God. Lk. has otk éorw értAedno- 
pévov éviruov Tov Geo. —évebrrvov 
is characteristic of Lk. (?° Ac."5, Mt.°, 
Mk.°) as 7. watpds tpov of Mt. ; cf. 
vi. 26 with Lk. xii. 24, another 
reference to birds. ov mevetrat xTA. 
recalls Am, iii. 5, €¢ meoe?rau dpveov 
ért tHv ynv [Heb. ‘into a snare on 
the earth’] avev ifevrov; which may 
have influenced Mt., and also led to 
the «is tiv mayida of some Gk. 
commentators. Cf. Ber. R. 79: ‘If 
a bird is not captured without 
Heaven, how much less the life of a 
man.’ dvev (class.) recurs in the N.T, 
in 1 Pet. iii. 1, iv. 9 only; cf. Gen. 
xli. 44, 4 Regn. xvili. 25, Am. lec. 
The gloss 77s BovdAjs (see Appar.) 
rightly expresses the meaning. 

30. tuov d€ xtX.] The position 
of the pronoun (mot so in Lk.) 
expresses an emphatic comparison 
with the sparrows. In your case 
the watchfulness of the Father's 
care, to the smallest details, is even 
more wonderful. ‘The expression is 
different from that in Lk, xxi. 18 
(see Mt. xxiv. 9 note). 

31. py odv KTA.] Not because 
they would escape martyrdom, but 
because, like the sparrows, not one of 
them would suffer death ‘ without 
their Father.” Wellhausen suggests 


that the Aram, §°1D has been mis- 
understood, and that the meaning is 
‘Ye are much (zoAA) better than 
sparrows’; cf. vi. 26, xil. 12. 


32. mas otv xtXr.] ody (‘So 
then’) sums up the thought of 
endurance under persecution which 
has been the subject of vv. 17-31 
(cf. v. 48, vii. 12,24). Lk. has Aeyw 
de tiv as he hasin v. 4. dpuodoyetvy 
év (Lk. xii. 8 only) is an Aram., not 
a Heb. construction=3 "718. The 
verb has various shades of meaning 
in the N.T. as in the Lxx.; with: 
regard to a fact, to acknowledge or 
admit it (vii. 23, Jo. i, 20, Ac. xxiii. 
8, Heb. xi. 13), to swear or promise 
it (xiv. 7, Ac. vii. 17), to confess 
[sins] (1 Jo. i. 9); with regard to a 
person, to praise him (Heb. xiii. 15), 
and, as here, to ‘acknowledge him,’ 
z.@. to endorse his claims, to declare 
agreement with, or adherence to, him 
(Rom. x. 9,.1 Jo, ii, 23). With the 
whole a ef. Apoc. iii, 5. 
‘Before men’ and ‘before my Father’ 
refer to courts of judgment, human 
(cf. 1 Tim, vi. 12) and divine. For 
oporoyjow Lk. (probably rightly) has 
6 vlogs TOU avOpurov Oporoynres : 
ef. the parallel to v. 33 in Mk. viii. 
38 (LK. ix. 26), where Mt. (xvi. 27) 
has a different saying. On ‘My 
Father which is in heaven’ see v. 
16, vi.9. Lk, has tov dyyeAwy Tod» 
ee a periphrasis for God, which is, 
again, probably the more original. 
(cf. Lk. xv. 10). In xvi. 27 (Mk, 
Lk.) both the Father and the angels 
are spoken of, 
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Tois ovpavois: oats S€ apynontat pe eumpocbev TaY dv- 33 
, > / MeN GS 

Opwatav, apvjcopar Kayo avtov &umpoobev rod TaTpos Lov 


Tov €v Tols ovpavots. 
> / fol 
elpnvnv éml thy yhv- 
/ 
pdyarpay. 


M7 vopionte OTe HAOov Barely 34 
ovK AOov Barely eipyvnv adda 
MrAOov yap Suyacae avOpwrov Katd TOY Tatpdc 35 


ayTOY Kal OyraTépa KaTA TAC MHTpdc aYTAC Kal NYMOHN KATA TAC 
TreNGepdc aYTAc, Kal éxOpol toY &NOpdtoy of olkiaxol ayTof. 36 
‘O dirav tratépa %) pntépa brép ewe ovK gotw pov akvos* 37 


33. dotis 8€ KrA.] Lk. 6 6 
dpvnodpevds pe. ‘It is no threat 
which he here voices, but a solemn, 
sobering, inevitable law’ (King, 
Ethics of Jesus, 129). 2 Tim. ii. 12b 
seems to be an allusion to the 
saying. For dpvjcouat Lk. has 
dmrapvnOycerat, sc. by the Son of 
Man. 

34-36. (LK. xii. 51-53.) Family 
divisions. A repetition of the 
thought of v. 21. 

34. py vopiontre kTA.] Cf. v.17. 
BaXeiv is not a sudden or violent 
action ; it does not here differ from 
Seurace (Uk); ef. ix, 17, xxv. 27, 
XXVi. 12, xxvii. 6. The orig. Aram. 
may have meant ‘give, or ‘bring, 
cause to come’; cf. éxBdAXewv, viii. 
12 note. The ‘sword’ is not literal 
war, but Siapepiurpds (Lk.); cf. Heb. 
iv. 12: as the word of God sifts the 
components of man’s being, so will 
the same word, as proclaimed by 
Jesus, do in human society. 7AOov 
Baretv does not strictly express a 
purpose, but ‘I came to do that 
which will inevitably divide society 
into camps.” It in no way conflicts 
with the result of the Incarnation : 
emt ys eipnvy év avOpurrous evdoxias 
(Lk. ii. 14). On 4AOov see v. 17. 

35. HAGov ydp KTArA.] Sixaceuv, 
not elsewhere in bibl. Gk., is used 
by Aq. Lev. i. 17, Dt. xiv. 6. The 
effect of the Lord’s work was the 
opposite of that expected from 
Elijah (Mal. iv. 6 [iii. 24]; the 


saying may definitely have meant 
‘I am not Elijah’ The following 
words are based upon Mic. vii. 6 (cf. 
v. 21 above); vids dtud(er marépa, 
Ovydtnp éravacricerat (Heb. DP 
partep.) emi tiv pytépa adrijs, 
vin ext hv mevOepav aidrins, 
ExOpot ravres avSpds ot ev TH olkw 
avrov. Micah (vii. 1-6) describes 
the rottenness of the social life of his 
day ; Jesus uses the words to describe 
one of the signs of the fast approach- 
ing end of the age. The verse was 
similarly applied in Rabb. writings 
(Sanh. 97a, Sota 49b). Lk. intro- 
duces the O.T. allusion with a verse 
(52) which is absent from Mt., and 
arranges a series of antitheses, ‘ father 
against son and son against father 
etc.,’ to which the simpler adaptation 
in Mt. is preferable. For viudn 
‘daughter-in-law’ cf. Gen. xi. 31, 
Lev. xx. 12, Ruth i. 6ff. al., Jos. 
Ant. v. ix. 1; for the class, meaning 
‘bride’ common in the uxx., cf. xxv. 
I (v.l.), Jo. ili. 29, Apoc.4 

36. Kal €xOpot xrA.] Lk. omits 
this part of the quotation. Mt. is 
nearer to the Heb. than the Lxx. 
On otkuakoé see v. 25. The Lord 
here speaks from personal experience ; 
see Mk. iii. 21. 

37,38. (Lk. xiv. 26f.) Conditions 
of discipleship. 

37. 0 ptAov KtXr.] In Lk. the 
passage probably stands in its true 
setting: speaking to the crowds who 
accompany Him, Jesus warns them 
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of what it will cost to become 
disciples; it is not enough «i tus 
épxetar mpds pe, he must also hate 
his father, etc. (cf. Mt. vi. 24 note). 
See a good note by Denney, EapT. 
Xx. 41. gtdeiy is to dyamay as 
amare to diligere; the latter is a 
voluntary and deliberate disposition 
of mind, springing from admiration, 
esteem, or benevolence; the former 
is a state of mind compelled naturally 
by sense and emotion; cf. Prov. viii. 
17, €y@ Tors eue PiAovvras dyara, 
Dio Cass. xliv. 48, epiAjoate airov 
@s TaTépa Kal nyamioaTe ws ev- 
epyérnv. A true disciple feels an 
irresistible personal affection for the 
Master, greater than that of a son 
for his father. The same affection 
can be felt for the Wisdom of God 
(Prov. l.c., Wisd. viii. 2), but neither 
in “xx. nor N.T. is @uAety ever used 
of love to God Himself. 

ovK éotw KTX.] Cf. Wisd. iii. 5, 
etpev adtovs a€iovs éavtot, Heb. xi. 
38. On the use in inscriptions see 
Deissmann, Bible St. 248. Lk. en- 
larges the list of relationships after 
the manner of Mk. x. 29f. (which 
belongs to a different occasion), add- 
ing wife, children, brothers, sisters, 
éru Te Kal THY Wuxi}Vv EavTov, and 
ends with ov dtvvarar «tvai pov 
palynrys. In Mt. the hearers were 
already disciples. 

38. kat ds xtA.] The thought 
advances a step, as in Lk’s éru Te k. 
Tt. Wuxjv € There must be a 
readiness not only to sacrifice family 
life, but to follow Jesus to the very 
death. In Lk. this is a general 
warning to the crowds (see above) ; 
in Mt. it is the climax of the passages 
on persecution, Lk. has Baordges 


for AapBdver (cf. viii. 17 note), and 
épxeta for dKxoAovder, It was 
customary for a condemned criminal 
to carry his cross to the place of 
execution ; cf. Artem. ii. 56, 6 peAAwv 
att@ [sce. oravpd] mpoondocto bac 
mpotepov adtov Baarder, Plut. De 
sera Num. vind. ix., Tov KoAafopevev 
éxarTos KaKxotpywv expéper TOV 
avTov otavpoyv, Cie. De Dw. i. 26, 
‘servus . . . furcam ferens ductus 
est.’ It is open to question whether 
the Lord intended this to bea pre- 
diction of the exact manner of His 
death. If He did, the words must 
have been uttered later than the 
turning-point at Caesarea Philippi, 
when He for the first time rappyoto, 
éXaAer (Mk. viii. 32) concerning His 
death. If spoken before that time 
they would be understood meta- 
phorically ; crucifixion was so terribly 
frequent (see eg. Jos. Ant. XVII xX. 10), 
that it might well be typical of any 
violent death or suffering. In Mk. 
vill. 34 (= Mt. xvi. 24, see note, Lk. 
ix, 23), perhaps a doublet of the 
present saying from Q, a similar in- 
junction, in a positive form, is ad- 
dressed to ‘the crowd with His 
disciples’ (Mk.), ‘to all [sc. the dis- 
ciples]’ (Lk.), ‘to His disciples’ (Mt.). 
Elsewhere the form of the Lord’s 
death is mentioned, before the Passion 
itself, only in Mt. (xx. 19, xxvi. 2). 

39. 0(Lk, xvii 33. "CL Mita 
25=Mk. viii. 35 =Lk. ix. 24; Jo. 
xii. 25.) Self-sacrifice the only true 
life. 

The five forms in which the synn. 
preserve this paradox are probably 
derived from one Aram. original. 
(1) Mt. xvi. 25 and parallels have ds 
edv Oédy, Lk. xvii. 33 Os eav (yrjoy 
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(to be taken with repiroujoacbar, 
not with +. yYvyjv): both verbs 
can represent NVY2. Mt. here omits 
this, (2) All have droXévax in both 
clauses (=‘T2\N). (3) The opposite of 
‘destroy’ is ‘save alive,’ represented 
by coca: (='NN) in Mt. xvi. 25 
(first clause), Mk., Lk. ix. 24 (both 
clauses); in Lk. xvii. 33 by mepu- 
TromoarGa. and (woyovjoe (used 
in the Lxx. respectively 10 and 11 
times for 7M), both of which $ sin 
renders by vy. But arodcoa 
-can also mean ‘lose,’ the opposite 
of ‘find’; hence Mt. here has 6 
‘evpov and etpjoe, the latter also 
being used in xvi. 25 (second clause). 
The placing of this saying to fol- 
low that on the taking up of the 
cross is due to the Marcan tradition. 
Lk. (xvii. 33, from Q) has it in a 
different context. 

6 evpév «td.] On the three 
meanings of vy in the Gospels 
see v. 28. He that has kept his 
[physical] life from martyrdom, will 
lose the higher life of the soul, his 
true self; and he that has sacrificed 
the former, because of the loyalty of 
his discipleship to Me, will hereafter 
discover that he has gained the 
latter, Cf. Sir. li. 26. (Heb. not 
LXx.) ‘ He that giveth his life findeth 
her (Wisdom). Epictetus (iv. I. 165) 
says of Socrates tovrov ovK eoTt 
coca aicxpos, dAAA aroOvicKwv 
cd erat, ov pedywv. S. Paul’s words 
are as true of the yvy7 as of the 
apa (1 Cor. xv. 36): od (wororetrar 
éav pa amoOdvy. On the death of 
the Yvx7 see the fine passage in Philo, 
Alleg. Leg. i. 33. Lk. (xvii. 33) omits 
évexev e€uov, forming a proverbial 
saying of universal application ; but 


it is preserved in Mk, and parallels, 
Mk., however, adding kal tod evay- 
yeAtov (see Mt. xvi. 25). For the 
formal parallelism of the saying cf. 
xxiii, 12. 

AQ—AQen | (Gikee XquelO sania) Ose X1115 
20.) Conclusion of the missionary 
Charge. 

40, 6 dexdpevos xTX.] Lk. has 
6 dxotvwy, adding the converse 6 
aberav (cf. Jo. xii. 48). The verse 
is parallel with Mk. ix. 37 (Mt. xviii. 
5, Lk. ix. 48), bas, which is suitable 
to the Charge, taking the place of 
év Tov Tadiwy Tovottwyv (see on v. 
42 below). 6 dexdpevos in the first’ 
clause attaches itself to the thought 
of vv. 11-14, ‘he that receives you 
into his house’ éue d€yerou finds 
an echo in xxv. 35-40; and cf. 
xviii. 20. The claim of Jesus to 
come from God is as great as that in 
Jo. xii. 44, 48 f,, xiii. 20, xx. 21, and 
is implicit in the 4A Oov, -Oev, of Mt. 
We Gy IP, LIB 3s, SVAN Se AAS A {oe Vala) oy 
iil. 1 (a4réoroXov). An early recogni- 
tion of the thought is seen in Clem. 
Oor. xlii. 1 f.: of drdoroAon jpiv &- 
ayyeAicOnoav ard Tov Kupiov “Incotd 
Xpiotod, “Incots 6 Xpurrds azd Tov 
Oeod e&ereupOyn. 6 Xpurrds ody amd 
tov Oeov, Kat of amdaToAot dd Tov 
Xpurrov. 

Al. 6 dexopevos KTA.] Mt. only. 
As in vii. 15 ff. the words belong to a 
time when Christian prophets were a 
recognized class, distinct from apostles. 
The hospitality extended to such 
prophets was at a later date much 
abused ; see v. 8, vil. 15, notes. «is 
dvopa corresponds to the Rabb. py, 
‘for the sake of?’ (see v. 22); cf. 
Berak, xvii. 1, ‘Every one who occu- 
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pies himself with the Law for its 
own sake (nw, 7.e. simply because 
it is the Law)’; and see Taylor on 
Aboth v. 22. In Ox. Pap. 37 (A.D. 
49) occurs: dvduare éAevGépov, ‘in 
virtue of being free-born.’ He that 
received a prophet from no ulterior 
motive, but simply gua prophet (‘ut 
prophetam,’ Jer.), would receive a 
reward in the coming age equal to 
that of his guest. See Heitmiiller, 
Im Namen Jesu, 112 ff. 

kat 6 8exduevos xtA.] There 
were many in the Church who 
were neither apostles nor itinerant 
prophets, but who exhibited a 
righteousness exceeding that of the 
Scribes and Pharisees. To give 
hospitality and fellowship to a 8¢- 
kawos, solely on account of what he 
is, will be followed by the same 
heavenly reward as his. 

42. kal Os av xtA.] A fourth 
class, neither apostles, prophets, nor 
persons eminent for their righteous- 
ness, consisted of the obscure and 
simple believers (cf. 7. puxpov TovTwY 
TOV TurrevovTwV Eis eé, XViii. 6). 
They were the puxpot of the Church 
who formed the majority, as distinct 
from the peyddo.; cf. the O.T. ex- 
pression in Heb. viii. 11, Apoc. xi. 
18, xix. 5, xx. 12. The words are 
here taken from Mk. ix. 41, which 
Mt. omits in his parallel passage 
(see xviii, 6 note). The context 
in Mk. is concerned with radia 
(v. 37) and puxpot (v. 42); and it 
is possible that an editor of Mk., 


later than Mt., substituted ipas, 
thereby bringing the saying into 
connexion with the incident of the 
non-disciple who exorcized in the 
name of Jesus, which is interposed 
in vv. 38-40. If so, neither Mk.’s 
buds, nor Mt.’s ipas in v. 40 above, 
can be taken as evidence that the 
Lord used madia or puxpot as a 
designation of the Twelve. (That 
He so used it was the view of 
many of the older expositors (cf. 
Tert. Mare. iv. 35), and is maintained 
in DCG., art. ‘ Little Ones,’ where it 
is explained with reference to Is. 
lx, 22, Zech. xiii. 7.) The tender 
expression is an abiding encourage- 
ment, both to children and also to 
S. Paul's ddvvaro. (Rom. xv. 1), or. 
doOeveis, doOevovvtes TH mTicrer 
(Rom. xiv. 1, I Cor. viii. 10 ff, ix. 
22), and to the mass of obscure and 
simple believers. Clem. Cor. xlvi. 
cites Lk. xvii. 2, substituting éva 
tov éxAextov for 7. puxpdy TovTwv 
eva. 

eis dvoua paPnrov] Apparently 
a paraphrase of Mk’s ev dvoéuate Ore 
Xpicrod eore. But there is a wl. 
in Mk. év 6vépari pov; if, as is prob- 
able, 67s X, eore was a gloss in Mk. 
later than Mt., wou either may have 
been an abbreviation of pa@nrot, or 
was inadvertently read as such by 
Mt. 

dpyv Ktr.] See v. 18 note. B. 
Weiss takes avrov to refer to pan- 
Tov, carrying on the thought of v. 
41. The vl. aréAntrar 6 pucOds 
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which has strong authority, reflects 
the Aram. construction, which is 
smoothed by the reading in the text. 
Xi. I, Kal €yévero xtA.] On the 
formula, concluding a collection of 
sayings, see vii. 28. diddcxKeuv, ‘to 
teach, kynptooery, ‘to proclaim’; see 
on iy. 23. On the gen. Tov 6. see 
Moulton, i 216f. The Twelve 
having been sent forth, nothing is 
said in Mt. of their return, but they 
are found with Jesus at xii. 1; their 
return is related in Mk. vi. 30, Lk. 
ix. 10 (see on Mt. xiv. 13). avroy 
is used loosely of the Jewish nation ; 
see on Vii. 29. 
2-6. (LK. vii. 18-23.) 
Baptists QUESTION ANSWERED. 
2. 6 6€ Iwdvys xrd.] The Lucan 
account is longer, relating that the 
Baptist’s disciples told him epi 
mévtTwv Ttovtwv (ue. the foregoing 
miracles), and that he sent two of 
his disciples to ask the question. 
His confinement was not so rigorous 
that his friends could not gain access 
to him (cf. xxv. 36). Herod, hold- 
ing a high opinion of him (MK. vi. 
20), treated him well; cf. Ac. xxiv. 
23. He was confined, according to 
Jos, Ant. XVIII. v. 2, in the fortress 
~ of Machaerus on the E. of the Dead 
Sea. The causes of his imprison- 
ment and death are not related till 
xiv. 3-12 (see n. there, dnd on iv. 
12). Lk. does not here mention 
that he was in prison, and Spitta 
(ThStKr., July 1910) maintains, un- 
convincingly, that he was still at 
liberty. The statement of his im- 


THE 


Secpotnpio Ta épya Tob2 
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prisonment in Lk. iii. 20 is. not 


decisive (see on Mt. iv. 12), but the 
aorists é€7AOare in v. 7 ff. (LK. v, 
24 ff.) imply that his activity had 
ceased. 

TOU xXptotov] Except in i. 17, 
and probably 18, none of the 
evangelists elsewhere employs the 
title by itself in his own narrative 
(contrast i, 16, xvi. 21, Mk. i. 1). 
Mt. expresses his own knowledge of 
what the Baptist only suspected and 
hoped. The addition of réuyas is 
Hebraistic; cf. Gen. xxvii. 42. On 
the aor. partep. see Blass, § 74. 3. It 
is possible that Lk. do tivds Tov 
paOnrav has arisen from a misread- 
ing of dud. 

3. ov ef xtA.] The force of 
érepos (‘another kind of person’) 
cannot be pressed; in Lk. the read- 
ings in vv. 19 f. vary between érepov 
and aAXov, and the same Aram. 
word underlies both. 6 épxdpevos 
was not, so far as is known, a recog- 
nized ‘title of the Messiah ; it seems 
to refer to a heavenly Personality, 
not clearly defined, who might be 
variously thought of as a Messiah 
or some Forerunner of the Kingdom. 
See p. 34f. Some have seen in 
the Baptist’s question an evidence 
of depression or despair natural to 
one in imprisonment. Others, an 
attempt to force the Lord’s hand 
by extorting an open declaration. 
Origen’s explanation 7 Tov “Iwdvov 
épwrnows ovK atTod pdvov jv Xapw, 
GAAQ Kal Tov droctahévTwov is 
widely adopted by patristic and later 
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writers; 7.e. he knew the truth (ef. 
Jo. i. 29, 36), but wished to convince 
his disciples. But if the notes on 
iii. 14, and on p. 35 f. are correct, 
he did not know it. The wonderful 
works of Jesus led him to hope, but 
the popular expectations did not 
ascribe miracles to the Messiah, and 
Jesus had not, on the other hand, 
done what the Messiah was expected 
to do. Cf Tert. ¢ Mare. iv. 18. 
For patristic passages which connect 
the words with Christ’s preaching in 
Hades see Heinrici, Beztrdge, v. 118 f. 

4. kal dmoxpiOeis KtXA.] In Lk. 
(v. 21) the Lord’s answer is prepared 
for by the statement that ‘in that 
hour He healed many of diseases 
and scourges and evil spirits, and 
to many blind He gave sight.” But 
this does not embrace the list of 
miracles that the messengers were 
to report to John. It is impossible 
to suppose that the latter were all 
performed, including the raising of 
the dead, while the messengers were 
waiting for their answer. Hither 
the’ works enumerated in v. 5 are 
spiritual and not literal (Keim, al. ; 
see ExpT., 1906, 286), although 
Lk’s insertion in v. 21 shews that 
he did not so regard them, or, more 
probably, the Lord spoke of His 
preaching and of some cures just 
wrought before the messengers’ eyes, 
and His words were amplified in 
tradition on the basis of the Old 
Testament (see next verse). 

5. tuprAot xTA.] No instances 
have ogcurred, before this point, of 
the healing of the lame or the deaf; 
see Add. n. on ix. 32, 33 (p. 129). 


For dvaBAerev with this meaning 
Che XX 345 SOs) Ixa lly eth eet On meAcs 
be A UG sts Ogos Thay Noo, S63} (SS); 
xiv. 2, Is, xlii. 18. On arwyoé see 
v. 3. The pass. evayyeAifer Par with 
a personal subject is found in Heb. 
iv. 2, 6; the verb, frequent in Lk,, 
Ac. Paul, is elsewhere confined to 
1 Pet. and Apoc.? On the subst. 
evayyéAvov see iv, 23. The passage 
recalls Is. lxi. 1, the actions of the 
anointed Prophet (cf. Lk. iv. 18), 
and Is. xxxv. 5 f, the actions of 
God. Some had wondered whether 
John himself were the Messiah (Lk, 
iii. 15), but finding he was not, 
they may have transferred the idea 
to Jesus. The Baptist now had the 
same hope, but since Jesus shewed 
no signs of aiming at earthly power, 
he was doubtful. The answer meant, 
in effect, ‘Ponder My works; they 
are not what you expect from the 
Messiah, but they shew that the 
powers of evil are being undermined, 
and that the Messianic age is very 
close’ (cf. xii. 28, Lk. x. 17f.). The. 
Lord would not openly declare the 
truth, which was to be revealed in 
due time to the Twelve (xvi. 16 f.), 
but the Baptist was encouraged to 
persevere in his hope. Possibly the 
bystanders understood neither ques- 
tion nor answer ; they may not even 
have heard them. In the subsequent 
conversation with the people (v. 14) 
Jesus gave them a hint of the truth. 

6. Kal pakdpios KTA.] Not a re- 
mark to those present, but part of 
the message to John, purposely 
vague: in spite of the ambiguity of 
the reply, and undisturbed by any 


XI. 10] 


2 a \ \ a 
€oTw Os ay py oKavdaricOn ev éyoi. 


TopEevopeveov 
? 
Iwdvov Th 


we \ ea A / 
UTO ave“ou aaXdevopevor ; 


Oate; mpopytny ideiv; 
Tpoprrov. 


further reports which might reach 
him, the Baptist must not relinquish 
his brave hope. For ocxavé. ev cf. 
xt 57 (Mk vi. 3), xxvi. 31, 33, 
Sere tS KUL <O Xexv. 1S [xxxil. 
I9]=2 Pi. On the verb, and 
the subst. oxdvdadov, see v. 29, 
xiii. 41. 

7-11. (Lk. vil. 24-28.) Tue 
Lorp’s Estimate oF THE Baprist. 

7. tottwv d€ xtX.] The pres. 
partcp. represents the messengers as 
still in sight; Lk. has the aor. 
areXOdvrwv. With xpgutro Mt. 
passes to a new phase in the narra- 
tive; see on iv. 17. It is usual to. 
mark the interrogation, in this and 
the two following verses, after Oed- 
cao Oat and idety: but it stands more 
naturally and vividly after ¢pyyov 
—‘ Why went ye out into the wilder- 
ness?’ This is supported in v. 8 by 
dvOpwmov idetv (N* Jer.), and in v. 9 
by mpodytnv idetyv (S*BZ fk me 
Orig.).. The two verbs GOedoac Oar 
and ide?y stood in Q, but the distinc- 
tion was probably not marked in the 
original Aram., and is disregarded in 
Z% and S. On the epypos see iii. 1. 

kdAapov «KtX.] The long cane 
grass was plentiful in the Arabah, 
by the banks of the Jordan and its 
tributaries. Did you go out to see 
the very ordinary sight of cane grass 
shaken by wind ? (cf. 3 Mace. ii. 22). 
kéAapov is probably collective, as in 
Job xl- 16 [21], Ps. Ixvii. (Ixviii.) 
Wow lenexixwO, XXXV. 7, -There is 
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no contrast intended between the 
moral strength of the Baptist and 
the weak pliability of the reed. 

8. dAAa ti xtA.] If you did not 
go to see cane grass, you went to see a 
man; but what kind of man? aAAa 
has the force of the Aram. NON ‘if 
not’ (so %). After padaxots Lk. 
adds iuariou. The hearers. could 
not but reflect that John was not 
a time-serving courtier; but the 
primary object of the words was 
probably to form a contrast with 
the prophet’s hairy mantle (iii. 4). 
Cf. Jos. BJ. 1. xxiv. 3, where eoOjres 
BactAtkat are contrasted with ék 
Tpixov memoupevat. Lk. expands 
of Ta paraka popovvres with more 
varied vocabulary, and writes €v Tots 
BactAcious for the Hebraistic év 7. 
oikous T. Bagirewv. 

9. mpopyrny toetv; krd.] Hither 
(1) eiSere or, less probably, (2) idetv 
can be understood before epi- 
odtepov: (1) You expected to see a 
prophet? Yes, and you saw more ; 
(2) You expected to see a prophet ? 
Yes, and to see more—the Messiah 
Himself. (See further on v. 11.) 
The ellipse in the former case is not 
more harsh than in English. It is 
unnecessary to make wepioo. tpo¢d. 
the predicate of odrés eorev (Wellh.). 
mepuroorepov is neuter, as mAciov 


(xii. 41f.), wet(ov (xii. 6). On the 
word see Blass, § 11. 3, n. 4. 
10. obdrdés éorw x«tr.] The 


quotation is from Mal, iii. 1, and is 
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identical in Lk., except for the 
omission of ¢y#; in Mk. i. 2 éyd 
and éumporGev are omitted. 
Lxx., following the Heb., has (dod 
eLarocréh Aw Tov ayyeAov pov’ Kat 
eriBAePerar [T3IE); see on Mt. iii. 3] 
68dv mpd mpoodmrov pov. The 
synn. use a form of the words in 
which they. are addressed to the 
Messiah (cov ter) by God, perhaps 
derived from an Aram, version 
current in the synagogues. It is 
probable that the quotation was 
not spoken by Jesus, but inserted 
editorially by Mt. (as it is by Mk. 
in i. 2), for it anticipates the new 
and mysterious announcement made 
in v, 14, and interrupts the connexion 
of thought in vv..9, 11 (see below). 
In Lk. the quotation may be due to 
a marginal gloss (J. Weiss), since 
Lk. gives no other saying of Jesus 
which identifies John and Elijah. 

II, dphv «tA,] On dpyv (om. 
by Lk.) see v. 18.  éyryyeprau, ‘hath 
been raised up,’ sc. on the stage of 
history; cf. Judg. ii 16, 18 (Targ. 
DPN), Mt. xxiv. 11, 24, Jo. vil. 
52, Ac. xiii. 22. Lk’s éoriv avoids 
the Hebraistic metaphor. yevvyrds 
yvvatkds ‘a mortal man’ occurs five 
times in Job ; cf. Sir. x. 18 (Heb.). In 
Lk. there is some authority for rpofy- 
ts after yvvatxav, which, however, 
sacrifices what appears to be the true 
meaning of the words. He omits, 
perhaps rightly, tov Pamtiorod, 
which the Lord probably never used, 
and is not recorded to have used 
except in this and the following verse. 
puxpotepos may be equivalent either 
to puxpds or puxkpdtatos; see on 
eAdXurros Vv. 19. 


The passage is often explained to 
mean that the least Christian is 
greater than the greatest Jew, because 
the former is in the Kingdom and 
the latter is not. But the Kingdom 
of Heaven is future; and if the 
patriarchs were to share in it (vill. 
11), why not one who was at least 
as great as they? The meaning 
probably is that anyone, however 
humble and obscure, who shall be 
admitted into the Kingdom, will be 
greater then than John is now. Cf. 
Jer. ‘quod omnis sanctus qui jam 
cum Deo est major sit illo qui adhuc 
constitit in praelio.’ éoruy is time- 
less, and would not be represented 
in Aram. This is much better than 
the explanation that John, who is 
the greatest among men now, will— 
although admitted to the Kingdom 
—be the least then, because of his 
impatient doubt concerning Jesus 
(J. Weiss). Tert., Orig., al. strangely 
understand 6 juxpdorepos of Jesus 
Himself; Ambrose, of the angels. 

The. connexion of thought, then, 
with v. 9 is this: (1) with an ellipse 
of eiSere in v. 9: ‘That which you 
saw in the wilderness was more than 
a prophet; indeed no greater man 
has ever lived ; and yet the meanest 
person, who shall have entered the 
Kingdom, will be greater than John 
is now’; (2) with an ellipse of ide?v 
the words do not so naturally lead 
to a climax: ‘That which you ex- 
pected to see in the wilderness was 
more than. a prophet [2.¢. the Messiah]: 
he is not the Messiah, it is true, but 
still no greater man has ever lived ; 
and yet etc.” In either case v. 10 
interrupts the thought. 
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: 12-15. (Lk. xvi. 16.) FuRTHER 
SAYINGS ABOUT THE Baptist. 


12, dd 8€ xrA.] It is unlikely 
that the opening words (to éws dpru) 
were spoken by Jesus at this period 
of His ministry, while the Baptist 
was still alive, if at all. But the 
remainder of the verse must have 
been based, at least, upon a genuine 
utterance; Mt. introduces it with a 
remark appropriate to his own date: 
‘Ever since the days of John the 
Baptist (on 7. Pamrtirrod see last 
note) the words 7 Paowreia KTA, 
have proved true.’ dptu is character- 
istic of Mt. ? Mk, Lk.°). 

—% Bactr<eia KrrA.] Quae sub- 
obscura videtur esse locutio (Ambr.). 
The verb can be either passive or 
middle. The passive, though some- 
what less frequent, has classical 
authority ; it is so rendered here in 
% k Vulg. ‘vim patitur,’ a b ‘ cogitur,’ 
Ssin.cur ‘oppressed,’ pesh ‘treated 
with violence, and by Hil, Jer., Cyr. 
In Oz. Pap. 294 (A.D. 22) it is used 
of earnest persuasion, éya 5€ Bidfopat 
irs didwv yéverOar «tr, The 
middle, ‘to act violently’ or ‘press 
in, or forwards, violently ’ is adopted, 
though with a different subject, by 
Lk. (xvi. 16), and is frequent in 
Josephus; cf. Ex. xix. 24, Clem. 
Strom. vi. 149 Xpuorriavot civas 
Biafopeba, ote paddrtora Braordv 
esti 4 PBaortrcia, Lucian, Herm. 
22 dprafovtwy Kat Brafopevwr Kal 
mAcovextovvtwv. Allen refers to 
Ditt. Syll. 379, id. 893. 5, and Tebt. 
Pap, 6. 31. But even if the future 
Kingdom could be intelligibly said to 
press forward violently, the transition 
of thought in Biacral dprdfovow 
avtyv would be abrupt and awkward. 
If, as is probable, £. is passive, it may 


represent MDINND (cf. Sir. xxxiv. 
[xxxi.] 21, €BudoOns=NDINI): and 
Borat and dprdfovew may both 
stand for words from the same root. 
The Naz. Gosp. seems to have had a 
word which a translator rendered 
Suaprdaferar (Texte wu. Unters. 1911, 
pp. 22, 39, 288). Three meanings 
are possible: (1) The Kingdom is 
violently treated, oppressed, in the 
person of its members. In this case 
the words must be later than the 
Resurrection, for Christians, as such, 
were not persecuted before then. 
But in no other passage does ‘the 
K. of Heaven’ stand, like éxxAnoia, 
for the persons who share in it. 
(2) The Kingdom is treated as a 
aprayyds, and violently snatched 
at, 2.e. by those who thought of the 
Messianic blessings as political, and 
tried to reach them by rebellion and 
war, as, ég., in AD. 6, when the 
Romans for the first time subjected 
Judaea to taxation. The Lord Him- 
self was tempted (iv. 8 f.) to reach 
an earthly sovereignty; cf. Jo. vi. 
15. This was very probably His 
meaning. If so, the passage originally 
belonged to another context; but 
in placing it here, Mt. apparently 
understood the verbs in a good, not 
a bad, sense, as follows. (3) The 
Kingdom, since the days when the 
Baptist heralded its approach, is 
violently stormed by enthusiastic 
people; e.g. toll-gatherers and harlots, 
whom: the orthodox considered ex- 
cluded from it (cf. xxi. 31 f., Lk. vii. 
29 f.), and the puxpdrepos of v. 11 
(which perhaps suggested to the 
evangelists the connexion of thought). 

Allen (p. 118) refers to a Talmudic 
tradition (Bab. Hduyoth, viii. 7), 
which illustrates, if it does not 
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underlie, Mt.’s use of the words, that 
Elijah, when he came, would separate 
from Israel those who had been 
wrongfully (‘by force” YA) re- 
ceived into it, and would receive 
into it those who had been wrong- 
fully separated from it. This ex- 
planation gives point to Lk. vii. 
29 f., which takes the place of the 
present passage, and also accounts 
for the actual parallel in Lk. xvi. 
16, where Lk. adopts Mt.’s inter- 
pretation, and, transposing this and 
the following verse, throws the whole 
into a simple Gk. form. Neither 
Lk.’s evayyeAiferas nor Pidferor 
(middle) can represent an Aram. 
word (Dalm. Words, 140 ff.) For 
instances of the late and rare Biacr7s 
(=Biards Pindar) see Wetstein. 
(In Philo, Agr. 19 Cohn and Wendl. 
read Bias tov for Biacrév.) 

13. mavres ydp Ktr.] A logical 
connexion implied by ydp is difficult 
to discern. But if v. 12 originally 
belonged to another context, ydp 
refers to v, 11, and the connexion is 
clear: A greater than John has never 
been, and yet he is not at present in 
the Kingdom, for he is the hinge 
upon which history turns. All the 
prophets, and indeed (kat) the Law 
before them, pointed forwards to the 
Kingdom ; that series of prophecies 
ended with John (for the use of éws cf. 
Ac. xiii. 20), who heralded its actual, 
imminent arrival; he was thus the 
greatest of mortals, since he was en- 
trusted with a message greater than 
that of the prophets. For the in- 
tensive kai cf. v.9, I Cor. ii. 2 (Blass, 
§ 77. 7). Possibly underlying the 
words is the thought that the pre- 


> ] 5) . 
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diction about Elijah in Malachi 
forms the closing words of the 
‘ Prophets’ The Law also contained 
predictions of an ideal future, eg. 
Gen. xii. 2 f., xxii. 17 f,, Deut. xviii. 
15, 18 f. With the personification 
of the Law cf. Gal. iii. 8. On the 
augment in érpodytevoay see Blass, 
§ 15. 7. Lk. gives a less natural 
turn to the words: 6 véuos Kal ot 
mpopytar pexpt “Iwavov ‘the O.T. 
Canon,’ t.e. the Jewish dispensation, 
‘reached to John.’ 

14. Kat ef Oédere xTXr.] CF. 
xix. 11 f. The people found it hard 
to accept the saying that one who 
was in prison was Elijah. But if 
he were he, all the signs that were 
expected to usher in the Messiah’s 
advent ought, as they supposed, to 
have appeared. The mysterious hint 
that the Lord gave was lost upon 
them. The disciples were away on 
their mission, but were taught the 
truth later (xvii. 11 ff.). 6 peAdAwv 
épxeo Oar is not a title, but expresses 
the current expectations. See on 
v. 3; and for Rabbinic passages on 
Elijah see Wetstein, ad loc. 

15. 6 €yov KTA.] So xiii. 9, 43. 
In Lk. viii. 8, xiv. 35 dxovew is 
added after dra; so in Mk. iv. 9 
with ds éxye, and iv. 23, vii. 16 
(MSS.) with ef tus exe. The ex- 
pression is imitated in Apoc. ii. 7, 
if, 17, 20, ii. 6,).13,522 xia, 
6 éxov [et tis exer] ods akovodTu. 
Cf. Is. 1. 4 mpooéOnxéev pou atiov 
dxovev. Philo has Boy . . . rots 
In every 
N.T. passage the saying is ascribed 
to the Lord, except in Apoc. xiii. 9, 
and there only does it refer to the 
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utterance which follows it. Its 
purpose is to call upon the hearers to 
take to heart the teaching which has 
just been given, so far as they have 
insight to understand it. Tert. 
(c. Mare. iv. 19) suggests as its origin 
Isaiah’s words: ‘Aure audietis et 
non audietis. Dibelius (TAStKr., 
1910, 461) unnecessarily explains it 
as a formula of a laterage, when the 
simple words of the Gospel were 
treated as concealing a deeper esoteric 
meaning. 


16-19. (Lk. vii. 31-35.) PARABLE 
OF THE CHILDREN’S GAME. 

16,17. tive de xTA.] Lk. 7. ody op. 
Tovs avOpdrous THS yeveas Tavrys ; 
(cf. Lk. xi. 31), adding kal tive eiotv 
dpovot; (cf. Lk, xiii. 18). For the 
double question cf. Is, xl. 18, The 
formula has Rabb. parallels, the most 
frequent being ‘ A parable Ovi) Eco 
what is the matter like? [It is like] 
to, ‘ete.’ (Bacher, TJerm. i,’ 121). 
yeved is used by the Lord always in 
rebuke or condemnation, except in 
xxiv. 34 (Mk., Lk), Lk. xvi. 3. It 
recalls such passages as Deut. xxxii. 
5 Ps, xeiv. [xev.] 10; cf. Ac. ii. 40, 
Phil. ii. 15. The perverseness of 
Moses’ generation repeated itself in 
that to which the greater than Moses 
had come. It never means the whole 
Jewish race but those to whom He 
is speaking, as representative of their 
generation. Cf. xii. 39, 41 f, xvi. 
4, xvii. 17, xxiii. 36. Lk. places the 
passage to follow the contrast, drawn 
in vii. 29 f., between the people and 
the Pharisees and Lawyers, as though 
the latter only were ‘the men of 
this generation’; in Lk. xi. 29, on 
the other hand, they are the péople, 


but in Mt. xii. 39, xvi. 4, Mk. viii. 
12 the Pharisees. 

opoia eotiv KtA.] For dpola 
Cf Xi, 39, 3950.440by ATs 525 XE. 1: 
less frequently ououdn (see on xiii. 
24). The comparison deals (as in 
xiii, 24 and elsewhere) with the 
general situation depicted in the 
parable; strictly speaking, ‘this 
generation’ was similar, not to the 
children who uttered their complaints 
but, to those who refused to play ; 
for the zpoopwvotvra can hardly 


‘be the Pharisees, demanding this 


and that manner of life from the 
Baptist and Jesus: they made no 
such demand, ‘ev +. dyopais im- 
plies that the children’s games were 
a frequent spectacle; ev dyopd (Lk.) 
pictures a single scene. Mt. often 
prefers a plural (see Allen on viii. 26). 

a tporpwvovvra KtA.] In Mt. 
one party of children appears to 
make the whole complaint to another 
(erépous ; the v1. eraipors coaequalibus 
(vg) does not alter the meaning) ; in 
Lk. each party speaks in turn 
(aAAjAous, Lat. ad invicem), the one 
crying nvAjoapev; the other eOpy- 
vnoojev. This may mean either that 
each party querulously wants the 
game of its choice, or that both cries 
are part of the game (Wellh.). The 
latter would give point to the rhym- 
ing termination in Aram. })N7 (ye 
danced) and }iN75D (ye lamented). 
The children may have sat in two 
rows facing one another, and chanting 
rhymed responses. How the game 
proceeded we cannot imagine. But 
if the Lord had watched it, with His 
unfailing sympathy for children, the 
words of their rhyme afforded Him. 
all the illustration He needed ; and 
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if He referred, not to a sulky quarrel, 
but toa game, it adds irony to the 
application in v. 18: the state of 
mind of ‘this generation’ can no 
more be taken seriously than the 
words of children at play. 

18. hAGev yop KTA.] On HAGev 
(=é€AjAvOev Lk.) see v. 17. pre 
éoOiwy p, tivwv is figurative of 
John’s ascetic mode of life. The 
addition of dprov and ofvov in Lk. 
(there is strong evidence for their 
omission) is possibly due to a scribe’s 
literalism in view of Mt. iii. 4, Lk..i. 
15. Aeyovow (Lk. Aéyere) is impers., 
referring loosely to ‘this generation.’ 
John’s fasting was, apparently, not 
in accordance with Pharisaic custom, 
so they ascribed it to the instigation 
ofa demon. The Lord is related to 
have suffered a similar reproach for 
different reasons (Mk. iii. 30, Jo. 
X20); 

19. 7AGev kTXr.] For instances of 
the Lord’s intercourse with the social 
life of men cf. viii. 15, ix. 10, xxvi. 6, 
LK. vii. 36, x. 38 ff., xiv. 1, xv. 2; the 
disciples were bidden to act similarly, 
Lk. x. 7 f. ¢édyos, late and very 
rare, is a subst. (= ay4as), dvO@pwiros 
being redundant, as in ix. 32 (v.l.), 
RUM 2S5 45, 52, Sv 29e Kk deoR: 
33, xxii. 2. For oivordrns (used by 
Polyb.) cf. Prov. xxiii. 20; oivororetv 
Prov. xxiv. 72 [xxxi. 4]. On reA@var 
see v. 46. The contrast between 
the Lord’s manner of life and that of 
the Baptist is doubtless based on a 
genuine utterance ; but the hand of 
the evangelist is probably to be seen 


ArOev 6 vios ToD avOpetov écOiwv Kat 
> \ ba , \ > id 
Idov dvOpwiros payos Kal oivotroTys, 


Kal édixatHOn 4 codia 


in the title ‘Son of Man’ (see p. 
papal) 

kat eduxkatd@n KxTA.] The verb 
has the forensic force, ‘has been 
proved right,’ which it bears in the 
OT. = cf Ps. Lo [it] 6, Sin avis, 25 
see HDB. iv. 279b. On the ‘time- 
less aorist’ see Moulton, i. 135—40. 
Zodia, as in the Jewish Wisdom 
literature, is the divine Wisdom, 
God Himself in action; ef. Lk. 
xi. 49 (see on Mt. xxiii. 34). Lk. 
has 7. Texvwv avt. mavtwov. The 
reading in Mt. is doubtful. Jesus 
almost certainly said ‘children,’ 
épywv being an interpretation either 
by Mt. himself or a scribe. The 
‘children’ of Wisdom are those who 
are, or claim to be, obedient to her 
words and sharers in her nature; cf. 
Prov. vill. 32, Sir. iv. 11 [12], xv. 
2,and the analogous use of: viof in 
Vili. 12, xill. 38, xxiil. 15, Lk. xvi. 8, 
xx, 36, The saying has been variously 
explained : (1) edu. dard means ‘justi- 
fied from’; cf. Ac. xiii. 39, Rom. vi. 
7, Sir, xxvi. 29, Test. Sim. 6, dws 
dikaww9G drd THs apaptias Tov 
Yuxov tuav. The réxva are then 
the charges laid against Wisdom, 
the false inferences drawn from the 
behaviour of Jesus and the Baptist. 
This is far-fetched and improbable. 
But it may have been this use of dad 
which led to the much simpler épywy, 
v.e. the deeds laid to the charge of 
Wisdom. ‘Justified as a result of 
her works’ would require éx (cf. xii. 
37, Jas. li. 21, 24 f., Rom. iii. 20 al.), 
which forbids the conjecture made in 
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JThS., Apr. 1904, 455. Lagarde 
suggested that téxva and épya both 
represent the Aram. N'72Y; but 
maides or SovAot would be the more 
natural rendering; aides, however, 
might be altered to réxva in the 
course of tradition. Of. 4 Esd. vii. 
64 (lat. opertbus, Eth. ‘sons,’ Syr. 

‘servants’). (2) dad=-D7p }10 (Heb. 

251) ‘against,’ ‘in opposition to’ 

(Wellh.), the réxva being the hostile 
Jews, who imagine themselves to be 
the true sons of Wisdom (ef. viii. 12). 
(3) ‘Wisdom found her justification 
far from all her children, 7.¢. amongst 
quite other people than those who 
gave themselves out to be her children 
(O. Holtzm.). (4) dzé ‘from the side 
of’ virtually has the force of id; 
ef, xvi, 21 (=Mk. viii. 31 76), Is. 
xlv. 25 awd Kupéov (T1193) SixavwO7- 
covrat. Wisdom is shewn to be in 
the right, acquitted, by Her children, 
7.é. not only by Jesus and the Baptist, 
but by all (ravrwv Lk.) those who 
truly exhibit their parentage. In 
contrast with the shallow caprice of 
‘this generation’ who condemned the 
actions of the Wisdom by whom both 
Himself and John were inspired, the 
Lord places those who accepted His 
and John’s manner of life at its true 
worth. This is the best explanation, 
and is supported by the position in 
which Lk. places the section, to follow 
vii. 29 f.,6 Aads . . . Kal of TeA@VaL 
eduxatwoav Tov Oedv. The saying 
quoted by Orig. as occurring cam the 
Gospel,’ Kat amooréAAe 9 copia Ta 
Téxva avTns, seems to combine the 
present passage with Lk. xi. 49 
(Resch, Agrapha’, 184). 


aurns b].vg Ssin.cur.hel™s go 


20-24. (Lk.x. 13-15.) ConDEMNA- 
TION OF GALILEAN Towns. 


In Lk. the section is inserted in 
the Charge to the Seventy, following 
the sayings with regard to the cities 
that will not receive them (see on Mt. 
x. 15). That cannot have been its 
original position, and here it has no 
connexion with the preceding or 
following verses: it is an isolated 
pair of exclamations the true context 
of which is unknown. 


20. tote npfaro KTA.] Mt.’s 
editorial introduction to the sayings ; 
see iv. 17 on npéaro. For dvewdifeuv 
‘reproach’ cf. ‘Mk.’ xvi. 14, Wisd. 
diet 2eVOlteeyiie5 se bUbe Jere has 
deplorat and plangit, Eus. (Onom. 
xopageiv) tadaviter. 

éyevovto looks back Eke a pluperf. 
at the Galilean ministry as wholly, 
or to a large extent, completed. The 
force of at mwAcioras (cf. xxi. 8) may 
be either comparative, ‘the majority 
of His dvv., or elative, ‘His very 
numerous duv.,’ plurimae virtutes ejus 
(Moulton, i. 79). As used in the 
Gospp. of the Lord’s wonderful works 
dvvapets (never in Jo.) expresses their 
nature, onpeta (Jo. only) their pur- 
pose. The fact that nota single 
incident at Chorazin is recorded 
illustrates the fragmentariness of our 
records. 

21. ovat got KTA.] oval, apart 
from the synn., occurs in 1 Cor. ix. 
16, Jude 11, Apoc.™; a late word 
corresponding with Heb. %&, ‘4, 
Aram. ‘) (cf. Onk. Num. xxi. 29), 
Lat. vae; it expresses sorrowful pity 
no less than anger. 
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[quae exaltata es Hfhq Ssin.pesh.hel] | caraByon] BD WH omn S&S sin™wiscur 
aeth ; xaraBiBacbnon NCE etc S pesh.hel me arm 


Chorazin, a plural word of un- 
known meaning, mentioned in Menah. 
85* as H*rdzim, is the modern 
Herazeh, 24 miles NNW. of Tell 
Hum (probably Capharnaum, cf. iv. 
13); see Sanday, Sacred Sttes, 24. 
It was deserted when Hus. (Onom.) 
wrote. The suggestion that X°P*Z“N 
is NS) (Nazora, Nazareth) read back- 
wards, is ingenious; but-it is doubt- 
ful if ¥ was ever transliterated as Z 
(Burkitt, Syr. Forms of N.T. Proper 
Names, from Proce. Brit. Acad. vol. v.). 
For a tradition connecting Chorazin 
with Anti-Christ see HxapT. xv. 524. 

Bethsaida is NT°¥ M2 ‘ House [2.. 
Place] of fishing, or of game.’ It is 
probable that one Bethsaida only is 
mentioned. in the Gospp. (Mk. vi. 
45, villi. 22, Lk. ix. 10, Jo. i. 44, 
xii. 21), the modern el-Tell, to which 
‘Philip gave the dignity of a city, 
by the lake of Gennesaret . . . and 
called it Julias after the name of 
Caesar’s. daughter’ (Jos. Ant. xvi. 
ii. 1). It stood on the E. bank of 
the Jordan, about a mile NE. of the 
point where it runs into the lake. 
There may perhaps have been an 
old and a new part of the town. 
The former, which Jesus would prefer 
to the fashionable Greek city, may 
have stood on the shore of the lake, 
which probably extended further N. 
than at present. See on xiv. 22, 
and Sanday, op. cit. 41 f., 48. 

et é€v Tipp xrd.] Two heathen 


cities; in O.T. times full of wealth 
and wickedness, and denounced by 
the prophets (Am. i. 9 f., Is. xxiii. 
Jer. xxv. 22, xlvii. 4, Ez. xxvi. ff.). 
odkkm Kk. orod@: cf. Is. lviii. 5, 
Jon. iil. 6, Est. iv. 3, Dan. ix. 3; Lk. 
adds xaOyjpevor. With the thought 
of penitence awakened by divine 
kindness cf. Lk. v. 8, Rom. ii. 4. 

22. wAnv xtA.] They did not 
repent, it is true, but they had less 
opportunity than you. Ary with 
the force of dAAd, frequent in the 
LXx., is confined in the N.T. to say- - 
ings ascribed to Jesus in Mt.5 and 
Lk.8; it is a preposition in Mk, xii. 
32, [Jo.] viii. 10, On dvextdorepov 
KTA, see X. 15. 

23. kal ot xTX.] On the name 
Capharnaum, and its site see iv. 13. 
Some of the Svvapeis performed. 
there are grouped in chs. viii. f.. pu 
éws «xTA.: an adaptation of the 
rebuke to Babylon (Is. xiv. 13, 15), 
ov S€ efras tH Stavoia cov His rov 
otpavoy avaBynoomat . . . vov dé eis 
gdnv KkataByoy, the first clause 
being treated negatively — ‘Shalt 
thou go up as high as heaven?’ 
(For pu) =num, expecting the answer 
No, see Blass, § 75. 2), the second as 
a simple statement—‘. . . thou shalt 
come down.’ It is less natural to 
make py govern the second clause - 
only (Wellh.), ‘[Take heed] lest, 
though thou art exalted . . ., yet to 
Hades thou come down. Like 


ah a5 | 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


161 


ever Onoay ai duvdpeus ai ryevopevar év. ool, Eweuvev ap HEXpL 


iB o7jpepov. 
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\ Sat) a 2 
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Babylon, Capharnaum was lifted 
up with worldly pride, which made 
her despise the Lord’s miracles. 
Hades expresses the lowest shame, as 
Heaven the highest renown; cf. 
Ps.-Sol i. 5, tYwOnoav ews tov 
dotpwv (with Ryle and James’ note). 
>The readings 7 . . . t~dOns and 7) 

. bYwGeioa were probably due to 
the accidental omission of the yu of px 
‘after Kadapvaotp. xataSjnon, as 
in Is., is probably the true reading 
both here and in Lk.; the pass. 
KataBiBacOjnon was an assimila- 
tion to tWwOjoy, or a scribe was 
influenced by the collocation, in 
Ez. xxxi. 10-16, of tYwOjvat, xata- 
Baivew, and cataBiBagerv. 

étt ef xTA.] The remainder of 
the verse is absent from Lk., because 
he transposes the next verse to 
precede ovat oor, Xopafeiv; see on 
XaLs. 


Zee (ike xX, 21, 22.) THE 
Lorp’s THANKSGIVING. 
25. €v éxeivp xtX.] The same 


note of time is used in xii. I, xiv. I. 
Luke has (év) airy TH dpe seven 
times. dzoxpuOels edrev (on the aor. 
partcp. see Blass, § 74. 3) does not 
imply any question or remark to 
_ which the Lord’s words are an answer 
(cf. xii. 38, xvii. 4, XXil. I, XxVill. 5); 
this and the like expressions are 
probably not genuinely Aram., but 
due to O.T. influence (Dalm. Words, 
24 f.). Lk. has yyaAddoaro ev TO 
mvevpat. TH ayi Kal etrev (the 
first verb is confined, in the synn., 
to’ Lk., except Mt. v. 12, and ‘the 


16,, Vis. .O,b: 


Holy Spirit’ is a characteristic of 
his writings). 


efopodoyoupar 
except aéxpuyas. 


ktX.] So Lk,, 
On wdrtep see v. 
The prayer of Jesus 
recalls the ‘prayer of Jesus, son of 
Sirach’: €£opoAoyotpai cou Kkvpre 
Bucrrct (Sir. li. 1; cf v. 17); of. 
2 Regn. xxii. 50. ‘Lord of heaven 
and earth’ is known, in bibl. Gk., 
only in Tob. vii. 17; Judith ix, 12 has 
déorrota TOV Ovpavav Kal THS yIs. 

ort expupas KTA.] Equivalent to 
éte kpv as TavTa drexddupas. Jesus 
was thankful, not that the codoé 
were ignorant but, that the virvoe 
knew ; cf. Is, xii. 1, Rom. vi. 17 (both 
tightly paraphrased in the R.V.). 
tavta here seems to refer to the 
significance of the miracles which 
the Galilean towns had failed to 
understand; but Lk. places the 
saying at the moment when the 
Seventy returned, and ratra refers 
—not to their power over evil spirits 
(Wendt), but—to the subject of their 
preaching. If wv. 20-24 are not 
in their original position, ratra may 
refer to the methods of the divine 
Wisdom, which were understood only 
by the true ‘children of Wisdom’ (vv. 
16-19). But Mt. has preserved an 
isolated saying, so that the antecedents 
of ratra are lost (see below). codav 
k. gvvetov is probably a reminiscence 
of Is. xxix. 14, which is quoted in 
1 Cor. i. 19, where the next two verses 
read like a comment on the Lord’s 
words. On ood. and ovy. see Light- 
foot on Col. i. 9. The meaning of 
M 
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vymeot is seen in Ps. xviii. [xix.] 7, 
exvili. [cxix.] 130=D"NB, ‘simple,’ 
‘open-minded’; contrast Mt. xxi. 16 
= Ps, viii. 3, DYDD ‘infants’ 


26. vat «xtA.] Lk. transposes 
evooxia and éyévero. The vai re- 
peats in thought ¢£opoAoyovpan, 


‘Yea, I thank Thee, because.’ On 
6 matnp for the vocative see Blass, 
§ 33. 4; and cf. vi gb. eddoxia 
éparpooGév cou was a common peri- 
phrasis to avoid the anthropomorph- 
ism involved in God’s volition; ef. 
pqiabo Hiv kh eorungste, I< Sob, 217%, 
DIP Nw is frequent in the Targg. 
(eg.,Onk. Gen. xxiv. 42), and })S9 
[3522 in Rabb. prayers (Dalm. 
Words, 211). 

27. mavra po. KTA.|] For émvywv. 
t. vidv Lk. has ywwwoKes Tis eotiv 6 
vids, and for ov0€é 7. mat. Tus eruytv. 
he has kal tis é€oriv 6 matyp. These 
are not essentially different. éz- 
y-tvaoxevy does not imply fuller know- 
ledge than ywaoxewv. The former 
‘directs attention to some particular 
point in regard to which “know- 
ledge” is affirmed” ‘So that to 
perceive a particular thing, or to 
perceive who a particular person is, 
may fitly be expressed by eémuy.vo- 
oxev. There is no such limitation 
about the word yuwdéoKev, though of 
course it may be so limited by its con- 
text’ (J. A. Robinson, Ephesians, 249). 
This limitation Lk.’s context supplies. 
For a somewhat different view see 
Moulton, i. 113. Several patr. 
writers omit BovAnrar and read 
aroxaAtyy. Spal has ‘and to 
whomsoever the Son willeth to reveal, 
He reveals’; cf. La, ‘et cuicumque 
voluerit filius revelavit.’ 

The passage was widely quoted 
in the early Church, both by 
orthodox and heretics. The many 
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differences of reading are given in 
an elaborate study of the words by 
Harnack, Spriiche u. Reden Jesu, 189— 
216 (Engl. Sayings of Jesus, 272— 
310). His treatment of the evidence 
is severely criticized by Dom Chapman 
in JTAS., July 1909, 552 ff Two 
variations are important, the evidence 
for which is given in the Add. n. 
(1) For the pres, (ért)ywdoKer is 
found the aor. ¢yvw. And oide also 
occurs. (2) The clause ‘no one 
knoweth the Son, etc.’ is placed 
after ‘no one knoweth the Father, 
etc.” The former clause is omitted 
in 3a (Lk.). The textual conclusions 
that Harnack draws are (1) that Mt. 
originally had érvywooKes and Lk. 
éyvw, (2) that in Mt. the original 
order of the clauses in question is 
uncertain, but in Lk. ‘knoweth the 
Father’ stood first. But Chapman 
shows that the patr. evidence 
assigns €yvw to Mt., and he does not 
consider it ‘more than an interesting 
“Western” variant,’ while the placing 
of ‘knoweth the Son’ after ‘knoweth 
the Father’ was due to an occa- 
sional carelessness. Harnack further 
maintains that the original words 
are rightly represented by (1) the 
‘historic’ aor. éyvw, (2) the omission 
of the clause ‘knoweth the Son.’ 
But (1) €yvw is not necessarily an 
historic aor.; like (ém.yudoKe it 
can mean ‘he knoweth,’ and both 
might represent an Aram. perfect. 
(2) Having regard to purely external 
evidence, the variation in order 
may indicate that the words rév vidv 
[ris €orw 6 vids] <i pa) 6 matHp ovde 
[xat] are of doubtful authenticity ; 
but intrinsically they cause no 
difficulty in whichever position they 
stand, as is shewn below. 

The interpretation of the verse 
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stands on four points : (a) the relation 
of zdvta to Tavra (v. 25); (b) the 
meaning of rapedd6n; (c) of (emu) 
ywooke (€yvw); (d) the expressions 
6 maryp and 6 vids. 

(a) mavra is not identical with 
Tatra, but includes it as the greater 
the less. Whether ratra refers to vv. 
20-24, or to vv. 16-19, or (more 
probably) to a context now lost, it 
stands for truths which the Father 
has revealed to babes; and He has 
revealed them through the Son, 
because to Him all things were 
delivered. amavra is not maca 
efovcia (xxviii. 18) but a complete 
revelation. To interpret mdvra as 
including failure as well as success, 
the hiding of truth from the wise as 
well as the revealing of it to babes, 
and to explain ovdels émivyivicKer 
as ‘Alas! no one knoweth,’ is con- 
trary to the spirit of thankful joy 
which pervades the words: they do 
not give the impression of a Confiteor 
(so Burkitt, JTRS., 1911, 296). 

(b) mapedd6n can therefore have 
_ the significance rightly claimed for 
it by J. Weiss and others, the ‘en- 
trusting’ of a teaching or revela- 
tion ; cf. the use of the verb in xxy. 
14, Ac. vi. 14. The thought of a 
pre-temporal act must not be pressed ; 
. the Father, of course, determined it 
before all time, but on the human 
lips of Jesus the aor., no less than 
dmexavwas, referred to an historical 
act in time. He knew, when He 
spoke, that the zapddocts was a fact. 

(c) There is no real difference in 
meaning between (éri)yiwwdoKer and 
éyvw, as said above. Tren. (iv. 1) 


condemns é€yvw as due to those ‘who 
want to be cleverer than the apostles,’ 
because they interpret it ‘as though 
the true God has been known to 
none before the coming of our Lord, 
and they say that God who was pro- 
claimed by the prophets was not the 
Father of Christ.’ But the meaning 
of the verb is determined by that of 
mavTa mapeddOn: ‘no one knoweth 
the full truth by a complete divine 
revelation’ (cf. 1 Cor. xiii, 12). 
The 4th Gospel (eg. i. 10, x. 15, 
OE Yay hy POy etnly Sy Santb Sh BSS 
see also ili. 34 f.) meditates in detail 
upon this yvaovs, but contains 
nothing deeper or’ vaster than these 
words of the Lord preserved in Q. 

(d@) The absolute use of ‘the 
Father’ and ‘the Son, found passim 
in the 4th Gospel, is also vouched 
for by Mk. xiii. 32 (Mt. xxiv. 36). 
‘The Father’ and ‘the Son’ form 
the content of the knowledge which 
Jesus claimed. He alone, by a divine 
mapddoo.s to His human conscious- 
ness, knew the Father’s nature, and 
His own Sonship with all that it 
involved (see p. xxiv, f.). 

The passage may therefore be 
paraphrased as follows: I thank 
Thee, O Father, that it was Thy 
good pleasure to reveal these things 
to babes through My teaching. I 
alone can do it because the whole 
truth has been entrusted to Me. 
None except Thee could know my 
Sonship, so as to reveal it to Me; 
and none except Myself, the Son, 
could know Thee, the Father. [Or 
transpose the clauses]. Thus I can re- 
veal both truths to whomsoever I will. 


Additional note on x1. 27. 


The patristic evidence for the two principal variants is as follows: (1) 
(émi)ywaoket Just. Dial. (once), Clem. Al. (twice), Eus. (twice), Marcion (ap, 
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Tert.), Iren., Adamant. (once). ¢yvw Just. Apol. (twice). Marcosians.and 
Valentinians (ap. Iren.™), Tert., Clem., Orig., Eus., Did. (once), Clem. Hom., 
Adamant. (once). oéde Eus., Alexand. Al., Adamant. (once each). 

(2) The clauses stand as in the text in Clem. Al., Iren. (sometimes), Athan. 
(once), Tat.*"», Cyr. Al. The clause ‘knoweth the Son’ stands after ‘ knoweth 
the Father’ in Marcion (ap. Tert.), Marcosians (ap. Iren.**), Just., Tat.°?™, 
Iren. (sometimes), Clem. Hom., Eus. To these may be added U | b o in Lk. 

Much has been written on this verse, as may be seen in the exhaustive 
review by Schumacher, Die Selbstoffenbarung Jesu ber Mat. x. 27; but it 
may be useful to indicate some modern types of interpretation, 

Harnack (op. cit.) explains thus. mdvra pou rapedd0y refers not to any 
divine or Messianic powers granted to Jesus, but simply to His teaching, 
the knowledge of God, with which the whole section (vv. 25-27) deals. - 
This is the rapadoors entrusted to Him (cf. xv. 2 f., 6, 1 Cor. xv. 3, Jude 3), 
and to Him first, as Son, who has approached nearer than other men to the 
Father's mind. No one in the past knew (é€yvwv not (émri)ywdoxer) the 
Father as He does, and therefore He can reveal this knowledge to whom 
He will. It is to the vivo. that He has revealed it; dmexdAvias and 
dmokaAdvwWar correspond with one another. This interpretation necessitates 
the omission of the clause ‘no one knoweth the Son save the Father.’ The 
clause (Harnack says) is quite unexpected, since the thanksgiving deals at 
the beginning and the end with the knowledge of God. And the historic 
aorist suits the knowledge of the Father by.the Son, but not that of the 
Son by the Father. The clause was probably added by Mt., in the same 
spirit as that of xxviii. 18, and was carried over by scribes into Lk. 

J. Weiss (Die Schriften d. N.T.) admits that the difference between 
éyvw and (éru)ysvwoKes cannot be pressed. He understands the ‘ knowledge’ 
to be a deep sense of personal contact with God (cf. Gal. iv. 9, 1 Cor. xiii. 
12). The wavra entrusted to Jesus by the Father are not that which has 
been revealed to babes, since the passage deals with that which has been 
revealed to none but Himself. It was a sudden revelation of what the 
Father is, which no one else had received. This necessitates the placing of 
the clause ‘knoweth the Son’ after ‘knoweth the Father.’ It need not be 
omitted : at the same moment that He rejoiced in the illuminating knowledge 
of the Father, Jesus felt clearly how little He was Himself understood ; no 
one knew what He, the Son, really was, except the Father. It was the secret 
of His own personality, His Messiahship, which came as a solution of the 
question which had troubled His soul. He had thought that His call to the 
Messiahship involved the huge burden of winning the whole nation; and yet 
the mass of them, especially the Scribes, remained so dull and unimpression- - 
able! Was He the Chosen of God after all? But the doubts melted away 
at this supreme moment. He realized that the secret of His Person was 
meant only for a few godlike souls, to whom it was specially revealed. And 
freed from the greater burden, He now understood that His work was to 
bring this revelation to the few*—But this explanation is so largely subjective, 
and presupposes so detailed a knowledge of phases in the Lord’s self- 
consciousness, that it is unconvincing. 
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Dom CHapMAN (op, cit.) finds a solution in the parallelism of the passage. 
‘The clause which rightly stands first, ovSels Eyvw tis éotuv 6 vids ef pai) 6 
Tarp, would need a converse addition, cal @ dv BotrAnTrat 6 Tarp 
dmokaAvwat, But a clause to this effect is actually to be found in the 
preceding verse, €fouoAoy. oor, maétep ... Ott... drexdAvpas aira 
vyriows. What has the Father revealed? Undoubtedly the things concern- 
ing the Son.’ The thought is therefore as follows: 1 (a) The Father 
revéals ‘these things’ [sc. concerning the Son] to babes, for so it seems good 
to Him; 1 (@) all that I have is from the Father, so that He alone knows 
the Son, and consequently He alone can reveal Him. In the same way, 
2 (8) Only the Son knows the Father, 2 (a) and can reveal Him to whomso- 
ever He thinks good to do so.—But this explanation takes no real account 
of ‘ All things are delivered unto Me by My Father’; the clause forms no 
part of the parallelism, and is not treated as an essential part of the passage. 
Tavta is assumed to mean the things concerning the nature of the Son, 
which the previous context does not warrant. And a particular order of 
the clauses is necessitated—a necessity which was not recognized by Just., 
Tren., and Euseb. 

NorpEN (Agnostos Theos, 277-308) treats vv. 25-30 as one whole, 
which falls into three parts: (a) vv. 25f. (addressed to God), (0) v. 27 
(speaking of God in the third person), (c) vv. 28-30 (addressed to men). He 
sees the same arrangement in Sir. li.: (a) vv. 1-12, (b) vv. 13-22, (c) vw. 
23-30. But there is no real affinity with this, in spite of similarities of 
language, for Sir. (a) is merely a thanksgiving for deliverance from danger, 
and does not form one whole with (6) (c), which are a separate alphabetical 
poem. 

The rapddocrs is a delivery of knowledge, a communication of a mystery, 
intended not for the wise but for babes, which is a gift to the Son only, for 
Him to reveal to whom He will; He therefore calls to the toiling and heavy- 
laden to learn it. Norden cites passages from Greek mystery-writings in 
which special knowledge is divinely communicated for delivery to initiated 
persons, and the language and order of thoughts are in some respects 
similar; and he concludes that both Mt. and Sir. have derived their ideas 
from the ‘mystical-theosophical literature of the East.’ Gnostics thought 
that it was to the ‘wise’ that the mysteries were revealed, but in deliberate 
opposition to their esoteric claims the evangelist writes ‘babes,’ and ‘ toiling 
and heavy-laden.’ In wv. 25 f. ratra and aird have no antecedent to which 
they refer. But this was because the Jewish form of the pjovs, both in Mt. 
and Sir., was influenced by the language of the Psalter, which led to 
é£ouoAoyotpar being placed at the beginning, whereas logically it should (as 
e.g. in’ a passage in Ps.-Apuleius) have stood after the content of the revelation 
had been described; that is to say, radra and aird refer to mdvra in v. 27. 

"And Mi. chose the colourless words tatra and atta ‘to help himself out of 
the difficulty’ caused by the transposition. The passage, therefore, is not a 
genuine utterance of Jesus, for He must not be reckoned among the mystical 

_ theosophists of the East, but is the work of Q. 

This treatment of the passage labours under the presupposition that 
because the line of thought finds parallels elsewhere (and only differs from 
the parallels under the influence of the Psalter), it must have been derived. 
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29 mepopticpévor, Kaya dvaTavow buds. pate Tov Cuyov pou 
But all the Hebrew prophets, like other prophets, were convinced that they 
had received a special revelation.. It is an inevitable certainty of all mystics, 
and requires no literary derivation to explain it. And the exclusion from 
knowledge of ‘the wise and prudent, if derived, is derived from Is. xxix. 14. 
The Lord’s certainty (displayed, ¢g., throughout the Sermon on the Mount) 
that He possessed a unique revelation to give to men, and in particular to 
the ‘poor, the ‘meek,’ the ‘ persecuted,’ is quite enough to account for the 
words. As to details: Norden confuses the ‘babes’ and the ‘toiling and 
heavy-laden,’ quite distinct thoughts. His explanation of ratra and aira 
will commend itself to few. And since, on his theory, vv. 28-30 form ‘an 
integral part of the scheme of the composition’ of the passage, Lk.’s omission 


of them is inexplicable, and he confesses himself unable to explain it. 


28-30. THr YoKE oF CHRIST. 

In vv. 25 ff. and 28 ff. are pre- 
served two utterances of Jesus of 
central importance, in both of which 
He speaks about Himself, and makes 
high claims. Mt. has done well to 
place them side by side. But it is 
doubtful if they were originally 
connected ; Q, as represented in Mt., 
Lk., contained the former, but the 
latter is confined to Mt. The ‘babes’ 
receive the revelation of the nature 
of the Father and the Son; the 
‘toiling and heavy-laden’ are invited 
to accept the ‘light yoke’; they 


belong to quite different spheres of © 


thought. Vv. 28 ff. form a beautiful 
introduction to xii. 1-13, where two 
typical instances are given of the 
xpyorétys of Christ’s yoke as com- 
pared with the law of the Sabbath. 
As v. 25 recalls Sir. li. 1, so several 
words and phrases in vv. 28 ff. echo 
Sir. li. 23-27, which may have been 
one: cause for the juxtaposition of 
the sayings. 

28. dette xtXr.] 
éyyioare mpds pe. They are sum- 
moned who find it hard toil to 
observe the Law, and upon whom 
their religious leaders ‘bind heavy 
burdens’ (xxiii. 4); cf. Lk. xi. 46, 
the only other instance of oprifecy 


Cie Sin line 23 


in the N.T. dvamavewv, often of 
temporary rest or refreshment (M.-M. 
Vocab. 8.v, dvdrravorss, -ratw, Lightft. 
on Philem. 7) is act. not uncommonly 
in the Lxx., and in 1 Cor. xvi, 18, 
Philem. 20, elsewhere mid. or pass. 
in the N.T. xomwovres: cf. Sir. li. 
aul. éxorliaca = MODY, Ole toiledrce 
Geneva vers. ‘are weary’ (cf. 2 Regn. 
O-obde 1}, Rod Shidyy 

29. adpate xtA.] ‘My yoke’ is 
the yoke which I lay upon you; 
ef. Sir. li. 26 rdv TpdxynAov tyov 
brdGere id (vydv. It suggests a 
contrast with ‘the yoke of the law’ 
(cf. Ac. xv. 10): this and similar 
expressions are common in Jewish 
writings; in Ab, ill. 8 (ee Taylor) 
it is said that if any one takes upon 
him the ‘yoke of Torah,’ the yoke 
of civil government and the yoke of 
worldly care are removed from him ; 
ef. Apoc. Bar. xli. 3 ‘the yoke of 
Thy law’; Berak. 13a ‘the yoke 
of the Kingdom of Heaven,’ and 
‘the yoke of [the] commandment’ ; 
gee also “Pes Solacvaien Onn xvile 9925 
Owing to this verse, the commands 
of Jesus are called in Did. 6 6 (vyés 
Tov Kupiov. With kal pdadere ar’ 
eyo cf. Sir. li. 26 kat éerideEdoOw 4 
ux bpov madetav. For the aad 
cf xxiv: 32, Col¥ag7. 
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93> e a N / ioe | > a 4 oh 
ep vpds Kal wdabete am euod, Ott Tpais eius Kal Tarrevds 
a id \ ¢ t > a a ¢ n € 
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Suyos pou ypyatos cal 7d goptioy pov édadpdv éotuy. 
> > / Lal a 4 € a lal 
Kv éxeive TO Kaip@ éropetOn 0 “Incods toils cd8Bacw 1 


OTe mpavs eiut KTA.] Ore may 
assign the reason (‘because’), or 
introduce the fact to be learnt (‘that 
T an, etc.,’ Aram. 3 as in & sin.cur), 
or 3 may be the relative (‘I who 
am, etc.’) misunderstood by a trans- 
lator. On the Lord’s claim to be 
‘gentle’ see C. H. Robinson, Stud. 
im the Character of Christ, ch. i. 
S. Paul could appeal to the rpavrns 
tov Xpurrov as to a recognized fact 
(2 Cor. x.-1); cf. the Christian 
addition in Test. Dan. vi., the cwrnp 
tov €Ovav is dAn Os Kai paxpoOvpos, 
mpgos Kat tarewvds. For mpaids see 
y. 5, and for the dat. r7 kapdia v. 3, 
8; to learn gentleness from Him is 
to win a Beatitude. On tazeuvo- 
ppootvyn and mpadtys see Trench, 
Synon. 139-47. The original Aram. 
perhaps contained a play on words ; 
‘give rest, ‘gentle,’ ‘rest,’ and 
perhaps also ‘light’ (v. 30), may all 
be represented by derivatives of M2. 
The collocation (vydv and tazeuvds 
is echoed in Clem. Cor. xvi. 17. 

Kal evphoete KTA.] Cf. Sir. vi. 
24 ff., li. 27, Jer. vi. 16 (Heb.) ‘and 
find ye rest for your soul’ (but Lxx. 
ayviopov). Christ gives rest (ava- 
mavow), and yet He tells men actively 
to find or obtain it (cf. the paradox 
in Phil. ii. 12 f.). 7. Puyais dy. ‘for 
yourselves’; see on X. 39. 

30. 6 yap fvyds KTA.]  xpnotos 
in the xx. often=110, of persons 
‘kind, of things ‘valuable.’ - Here 
the xpyordrns of the Lord deter- 
mines the character of His yoke. 
No English adj. embraces both ‘kind’ 
and ‘good.’ opriov refers to the 
mepopticpevor (v. 28). With the 


thought of eAadpdv ef. 1 Jo. v. 3. 
The ‘ lightness of Christ’s yoke does 
not conflict with such passages as 
v. 20, x. 38, xvi. 24, nor with the 
struggles which it involved for a 


S. Paul against the ‘law in his. 


members’ (Rom. vii. 22 f.). The 
pressure of the Jewish law was 
always a. doptiov Komidvtt, but 
Christ’s yoke, in proportion as it is 
accepted, gives the buoyancy and 
life which enable men to meet His 
much -greater demands. Cut servire 
est reqnare. 


xii, 1-8. (Mk: ii. 23-28, Lk. vi. 
I—5.) THE DISCIPLES IN THE CoRN- 
FIELD ; THE SABBATH. 


Mt. returns to the earlier Marcan 
narrative at-the point. at which he 
left it at ix. 18 (see note); in the 
present chapter he combines it with 
other instances of hostility to Jesus, 
and His utterances connected with 
them. 


1. ev éxeivp KkTA.] See on xi. 
25; Mk. and Lk. have no note of 
time (on the reading devteporputw 
in the latter see Plummer ad loc., 
and Burkitt, Gosp. Hist. 81 n.). The 
plur. c¢BBacw (B caBBérous) arose 
from the form of the Aram. sing. 
shabbatha@, which, transliterated, was 
misunderstood as plural, cafBatov 
being formed as the singular; the 
mistake is found in the Lxx. and 
Josephus. The plur. odpiypa is 
known only in Sym. 1 Regn. viii. 
15 (LXX. oméppata), where it. is 
parallel to ‘vineyards’; for the 
singular (oréppa omrdpipov) cf. Gen. 
i, 29, Lev. xi. 37. 


Ais 
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\ lal / e \ \ > la) > / \ 
Sia TeV oropipev: of Sé pwabytat avTod eéreivacay, Kat 


\ 5) la 
2ipEavto tiddew aTdyvas Kal éaOiewy. 

an a 3 
"180d of pabntai cov Towdaw 0 ovK 


Awd 3 > A 
tOovTes elTray avT@ 
3éEeotw  Trovety 


év caBBato. 0 


of 5€ Papicaior 


éé 


an > 
ei7rev autos - OvK 


A ve wy € > 
dvéyvote th émoincey Aaveld OTe émeivacev Kal ol eT 


4avTov; Tas elondrdOev els 

ot S¢ pabnrat xTd.] Mt. alone 
says émeivacayv, in view of v. 3; on 
the form see Blass, § 16. 1, § 22. I. 
On wpgavro see iv. 17. TidAdev 
KTA.: Mk. 6ddv rovety tiAXOvTes (see 
Swete), Lk. éruAAov . . . Kal yoOuov 
Woxovtes Tais yepoiv; Mk. takes 
for granted the actions added by 
Mt. and Lk. To pluck ears in 
another man’s field was ordinarily 
allowed (Deut. xxiii. 24 [26]), and 
is still a common practice (E. Robin- 
son, Bibl. Res. i. 493. 9), but was 
forbidden on the Sabbath (Bab. 
Shabb. 73 b), being considered equi- 
valent to reaping (so Maimon., see 
Lightfoot, Hor. Heb. on v. 2); but 
the disciples shewed, by their action, 
that they had already grasped their 
Master’s principle. The ripeness of 
the corn places the incident in the 


spring, during the few weeks after 


the Passover (see p. xiil.). 

2. of d€ Papwraiot xtA.] Mt. 
alone says iddvres, implying that 
they also were walking through the 
corn. In Lk. the complaint (r/ 
mouette) is addressed to the disciples. 
mr. €v caBBatw (Lk. wr. tots od B- 
Baowv), absent from Mk. is added 
for the sake of clearness, since pluck- 
ing ears was lawful on other days. 

3. ovK avéyvwte KTA.] For the 
formula cf. v. 5, xix. 4, xxi. 16, 42, 
xxii. 31. With all their biblical 
erudition the Pharisees were often 
blind to the principles taught in their 
Scriptures. Mt. and Lk. avoid Mk.’s 
pleonastic ypelav eoxev Kal éreivacey, 
In 1 Sam. xxi. 1-6 David is related 


\ 5 n n \ 4 
TOV OLKOV TOV Geod Kat TOYC 


to have come alone tothe priest, 
but to have told him he had 
‘appointed his young men to such 
and such a place’; on the basis of 
this, Jesus assumed that ‘they that 
were with him’ shared the bread 
with David. That they hungered 
is ‘an inference from the facts, 
added to bring out the parallel’ 
(Swete). 

4. 7s eiojAOev krA.] Another 
inference from the facts. The ‘house 
of God’ would be understood to mean 
the tent which housed the ark; see 
HDB. iv. 654 b. On rs (go probably 
Mk.; Lk. ws) see Blass, § 70. 2 n. 
Mk. adds émi.’ABiabdap dpxvepéews 
(om. D & & sin); the omission in 
Mt., Lk. may be a correction, since 
the priest was Ahimelech (Lxx. 
Abimelech), but it was perhaps a 
later erroneous gloss in Mk. éfayov 
(if the reading is right) abbreviates 
Mk.’s efayev, kat eSwxev Kat Tois 
civ att oto, but Mt. adds to the 
next clause ovd€ toils per’ avdrod. 
Lk. follows Mk., but uses Mt.’s pre- 
position. The Gk. expression of 
dptou THs TpobErews (1 Regn. xxi. 6, 
1 Chr. ix. 32, xxiii. 29, Neh. x. 33) 
denotes that the loaves were placed 


placed in order ; cf. ond JW (Ex. x1. 
21 [23], ) mpdbeors 7. &prwv (Heb. 
ix. 2). Other varieties are found in 
2° Chr. ii: 4; xiii.” 1, (2 Maen 3) 
Ex, xxv. 30, xxxix. 18[36]. See the 
writer’s Exodus 165 f., and Deissmann 
BISta S57. 


XII. 7] 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


169 


&ptoyc Thc TPoeecewe eparyon, 0 ox éfov hv adTo NS 


ovoeé Tots fer’ avrod, el 1) Tots lepevou povors ; 


i ovK § 


dverwore év TO vom OTL Tots cé8Baow ot lepeis ey TO 
vepp TO od8Barov BeBnrodow Kali avaitiol eicw; ° Abryeo 6 


O€ viv OTL TOU lepood petfov éoTtiv @oe. 


et 5&8 eyv@KeTte 7 


4 epayor] NB 481 ; edavyev CD ete minn verss 


5 otk éfdv" Fv KTX.] Mk., Lk. 
efeorw: Mt. expresses more clearly 
the assumption, on which the Lord’s 
argument is based, that what was 
true in N.T. times (cf. Jos. Ant. m1. 
x. 7),and in the age when Lev. xxiv. 
9 was written, was also true in the 
time of David. The incident illus- 
trates xi. 30; Christ’s yoke consisted 

_in the observance of principles; and 
the greatest of these is charity (cf. 
v. 7 below). See Camb. Bibl. wl iy 
226. 

5. 2) ovK avéyvwre KTr.] Mt. 
alone adds another argument from 
O.T. usage, bearing more directly 
upon the Sabbath question. Not 
only was a concession made to Israel’s 
hero, but the Law commanded the 
priests in the temple to break the 
letter of the Sabbath law by doing 
work; eg. the shew-bread was 
changed (Lev. xxiv. 8), and the 
burnt-offering was doubled (Num. 
Savill. O01.); cf. Jubil. 1 ro £:-no 
work must be done on the Sabbath 
‘save burning frankincense, and 
bringing oblations and sacrifices be- 
fore the Lord.’ Other temple duties 
permitted on the Sabbath are given 
in Pesach. vi. 1 f., Hrub. x. 11-15; 
and see Jo. vii. 22 f. 7+. dBParov 
BeBnAodv: cf. Is. lvi. 2, 6, Ezexx. 13, 
etc., Neh. xiii. 17 f., 1 Mac. i. 43, 45, 
ais Bee BB. is to make ‘common’ 
(bin) that which is sacred : see HDB. 
art. ‘Holy’; ef. Ac. xxiv. 6. Kovwvodv 
(not in Lxx,) has the same force, 
Ac. xxi. 28. Nothing could be more 
startling than to hear the word 


applied to the sacred offices of the 
priests; cf. Zeph. iii. 4. dvatrios ° 
recurs in the N.T. in v. 7 only; in 
the uxx. (Deut.* Sus.) it is always of 
‘innocent blood’ (see M.-M. Vocab. 
s.v.), but Sym. uses it of persons. 

6. Aéyw b€ xrr.] This verse, if 
spoken by Jesus, probably belonged 
to another context. The two refer- 
ences to the O.T. have taught that 
need, private or public, must over- 
ride law, a principle summed up in 
v. 7. But this verse introduces a 
different thought, irrelevant to the 
principle of €Aeos which the Lord is 
inculcating: ‘if the temple can de- 
mand that its servants shall break 
the Jaw, much more can I, who am 
more than the temple’ But the 
disciples had been engaged in no 
service demanded: by Jesus. The 
verse serves to prepare for v. 8, in 
which Mt. understands ‘the Son of 
Man’ to mean the Messiah. With 
peifov éoriv Ode cf. v. 41 f., parallels 
which forbid Jerome’s explanation, 
‘quod major templo sit locus qui 
Dominum templi teneat.’ 

7. ei b€ eyvixerre kTr.] A refer-. 
ence to Hos. vi. 6, which Mt. has 
already ascribed to Jesus in ix. 13 
(see note). There it suited the con- 
text ill, but here it well sums up the 
teaching of vv. 3-5 ; nevertheless the 
verse interrupts the sequence of yap 
in v. 8. It was probably a genuine 
utterance spoken on another occasion. 
Oucia is figurative of obedience to 
the letter of the law at any cost. 
The disciples are as dvairvos as the 
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4 / > a vs e e\ 
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an * tal / 
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\ t 
Kal émnp@tnoay avtTov déyovTeEs 


/ 
11 Deparreveu ; 


priests in the temple (v. 5). Lk. 
has no parallel to this verse. In 
Mk. its place is taken by ‘And He 
said unto them, The Sabbath was 
made (éyévero) on account of man, 
not man on account of the Sabbath’ 
(for which there are Rabb. parallels) ; 
this is the true premiss of the next 
saying. 

8. Ktpios ydp éotiwv KtA.] Mk. 
gore KUpios eat 6 vi. T. avOp. 
kal tov oaBB. Lk. has the same, 
but omitting wore and beginning 
with kal éAeyey adrois Sti, due to 
Mk.’s kat éAeyev avrois in the pre- 
ceding verse. In Mk. ‘the Son of 
Man’ (perhaps a wrong translation 
of the Aram.) clearly means ‘man,’ 
not the Messiah: the Sabbath was 
made on man’s account; it follows 
therefore (wore) that man is lord 
even of the Sabbath, and can do 
work on it if need arise. There can 
be little doubt that this was the 
Lord’s meaning (cf. v. 31-f., ix. 6). 
But Mt. Lk. omit Mk.’s premiss. 
Mt., with ydép, connects the saying 
concerning the: Messiah with tot 
iepod peifov (v. 6): God is the ‘ Lord 
of the Sabbath,’ because He ordained 
it, and the Messiah is equal to Him. 
On the non-canonical incident re- 
corded in Lk. (D) see Plummer ad loc. 

9-14. (Mk. iii. 1-6, Lk. vi. 6-11.) 
HEALING OF A WITHERED Hanp. 

9. Kat petaBds xtA.] Cf. xi. 1, 
xv. 29; Mk. wdduy, Lk. éyévero . . 
eiceAGetv, both characteristic. Lk. 
adds kat diddoKew, and ev erepw 
(D om.) caBBdtw, but Mt. implies 


iva KaTnyopyHowow avTod. 


Ei é&eort trois caBRacw 
o 8€ eimev avrois 


that the Lord proceeded at once from 
the field to the synagogue. On his 
addition of airy see vii. 29. 


10. Kal ido xTXr.] Mk., Lk. cat 
hv exet, €npdv (so Lk.) describes 
the present condition of the hand 
(cf. Jo. v. 3), eEnpapypevny (Mk.) 
points to the past, when the affliction 
began; cf. 3 Regn. xiii. 4, Zech. 
xi. 17. Lk. says it was his ‘right 
hand. In Gosp. Heb. (ap.: Jerome) 
the man implores for help: ‘caemen- 
tarius (a mason) eram, manibus victum 
quaeritans ; precor te, Jesu, ut mihi 
restituas sanitatem ne turpiter mendi- 
cam cibos,’ 

kat “ernpotyncav Kt.) The on- 
lookers (Lk. ‘the Scribes and 
Pharisees’) speak their thoughts 
aloud; their «i é£eorw is met by 
efeorwy (v. 12); in Mk, Lk. they only 
‘watched Him whether He would 
heal on the Sabbath,” Lk. adding 
‘But He knew their reasonings.’ 
For «i with a direct question cf. 
xix. 3 (Blass, § -77. .2).’ In: the 
Mishna it is laid down that ‘every 
case where life is in doubt [7.e. danger] 
supersedes the Sabbath’ (Joma, viii. 
6); see Schiirer, HJP.11.ii. 104. The 
withered hand was not such..- 

11. 6 6€ efrev xtA.] Mk., Lk. 
relate that Jesus bade the sufferer 
stand forth in the midst, and that 
He asked those present ‘Is it lawful 
on the Sabbath to do a kindness or 
to do an injury, to save life or to 
kill?’?; Mk. adds that ‘they were 
silent,’ and that His glance round at 
them was ‘with anger, being grieved 
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a / /- b na 
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Ncwow. 


at the hardness of their heart’—an 
expression of emotion which Mt. often 
avoids; see on viii. 3. He inserts 
instead a verse found (in substance, 
but differently worded) in Lk. xiv. 5 
in connexion with the healing of the 
dropsical man. 

tis éorau KTA.] Cf. vii. 9. On 
ev (om. & sin.cur & ff* k) equivalent 
to an indefinite article see viii. 19. 
Lk. has vids [? dvos] 7 Bots for 
mpoBarov év, ppeap for BdOvvor, 
and dvacrdce for Kpatice Kal 
éyepet. The rescue of animals on the 
Sabbath or festivals is permitted in 
Rabb. writings under various con- 
ditions; see Wetstein ad loc. and on 
ID] Sete Ise 
12, meow ody xtX.] Mt. only. 
On diadépery see vi. 26. The second 
clause summarizes the thought of 

Mk. v. 4, and efeorw answers the 
question asked in v. 10, but by the 
substitution of kaAds morety (Mk., 
Lk. dyaOorovetv) for Oeparevew the 
Lord raises the whole problem into a 
loftier sphere. Kkadws wovety and 
dyaSoroveiv both stand in the Lxx. 
for 3°°N; cf. Lev. v. 4, Jer. iv. 22, 
Zech. Vili. 15. 

13. Tore Neyes kTA.] An echo of 
ix. 6. The command called forth the 
faith which was operative towards the 
eure. For drexateotaOy cf. Ex. iv. 
7, Lev. xiii, 16 =I) with the same 
force; and cf. 3 Regn. xiii. 6. On 
the double augment, found also in 
papyri, see WH. Notes, 162; Blass, 


‘O 6€ “Incois yvodls aveyopnoev éxetOer. 15 


§ 15. 7, M.-M. Vocab. sv. tbyuns os 
7 GAAn is added by Mt. alone. 

14. €£eA@dvtes xtA.] The inci- 
dent marks a crisis in the Lord’s life, 
being the culminating point of the 
opposition of the Jewish religious 
authorities. Mk. adds evOds peta Tov 
“Hpwdtavav (see on Mt. xvi. 6, xxii. 
16); Lk. rewrites the whole verse. 
ocvpBovALov (class. cvpBovdAn) : a late 
word, explained by Plut. (Rom. xiv.) 
as synonymous with kwvoiAvov (con- 
stlium). Deissmann (B.St. 238) cites 
Dittenberger Syll. 242 and two 
papyri (¢. 200 a.D.). But in 4 Mac. 
xvii. 17 (v.l. cvvedpiov), Theod. Prov. 
XV. 22 (LXx. ovvedpia), Prot. Jac. 
Vir x.) it means “la (council... 0; 
NapBavey is used by Mt. only: 
SOUL Wj, SOA REI Nin WA woagheh ie 
Mk. here has éS/Sovv (v.1. éroinoay), 


‘Xv. I moujoavtes (vl. erouundoavTes). 


15—21 (cf. Mk. iii. 7-12). THE 
Lorv’s AVOIDANCE OF PUBLICITY. 

In vv. 15 f. Mt. sums up Mk. iii. 
7-12. Mk. illustrates the magnitude 
and magnetism of the Lord’s miracles ; 
Mt. mainly draws attention to a 
trait in His character. 

15. 6 6¢ “Incots xtA.] He had 
friends among the people who might 
warn Him of the plot. He departed 
(on the vb. see ii. 12) because further 
strife might lead to His arrest, or at 
least hinder His work by dragging it 
into publicity. 1d yap pupoxivduvoy 
od Oedpectov (Theoph.). advras is 
substituted for Mk.’s oA Aovs; ef. viii. 
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18 *"IAoY 6 Traic MOY ON HpeTica, 
6 dfatTtHTdc MOY ON €YAGKHCEN H YyyXH MOY: 
O@Hcw TO TINEYM& MOY ETT AYTON, 
Kal KP{CIN TOTC EONECIN attarredel. 
19 Oyk épice: oYAé Kpayracel, 


16. For other general statements 
of healing see iv. 23 note. 

16. Kai éretiunoev kTA.] On the 
injunctions of silence see viii. 4. Mk. 
kal moAXa eretia avtois, sc. the 
unclean spirits, who were crying out 
‘Thou art the Son of God.” Mt, 
wko omits this, as he does the incident 
in Mk. i. 23 ff., makes. the pronoun 
refer to all who were healed, so that 
éretipyoev has the force of ‘charged 
severely’; cf. xvi. 20, Mk. viii. 30. 
The word is confined to the Gospels 
~ (Mt.?, Mk», Lk.”), except 2 Tim. iv. 2, 
Jude 9. 

17-21. tva mAnpwOy KrA.] “On 
‘the formula see i.22. The quotation, 
from Is, xlii. 1-4, agrees in some 
points with the Lxx. against the M.T., 
and vice versa. The Aram. collection 
of testimonia from which it was 
probably derived was translated from 
a Heb. recension differing both from 
that used by the Lxx. and from the 
M.T. 

_ 18, id0b KTA.] Ov Qpérica = 
1D MIN (MT. ja7pony). Lxx. 
*TakoB 6 mais pov, dvTeAnppopat 
avtov.  Theod., like M.T., omits 
‘ Jacob’ (Swete, Intr. 0.7. in Gk. 395). 
atperi¢erv, not elsewhere in the N.T., 
occurs in the Lxx.: cf. 1 Chr. xxviii. 
6; and see Pss. Sol. ix. 17, xvii. 5, 


Kaibel, Epigr. Graec. no. 252. 
6 dyarntos . . . PuxH pov] So 


M.T.; Lxx. 6 éxAextés pov, mpoc- 


-phetic perf., txx. edwxa. 


‘it the Heb. meaning ‘strive.’ 


edé£ato atTov 7 W. pw. Theod. has 
éxAextos with Lxx., but evdd«noev 
with Mt. On the occurrence of the 
words at the Baptism, and the 
Messianic titles dyamrnrdés and éxAex- 
TOs, see iii, 17. 

Ojow Ktd.] M.T. ‘AN3, a pro- 
kat Kpiow 
krd. MT. sys 0439 DARD. dray- 
yeAet may be a free rendering of 
N’y}), but perhaps represents another 
word, ¢.g. Y'T)', since NY} is rendered 
below by exBaédyn. 1ixx. [om. Kal] 
Kpiow Tots eOverw e€oice.. The 
Lord did not make a practice of 
preaching to Gentiles (xv. 24), but 
the apostles claimed His authority 
for doing so (xxviii. 19). xpious in 
Mt. has not the wide meaning of 
Dav, almost ‘religion’; he under- 
stands it of the fast approaching 
judgment. 

19. ovK é€pices ovde Kpavydcer] 
1.e. Py? xd) ay xb. The verbs 
are transposed in M.T. xy pyy) xd 
Nw, and Lxx. otdé Kexpd£erar ovde 
avjocet, Targ. has ‘ery nor shout 
nor lift wp (O°) his voice’; and see 
Field, Hexapla, ad loc. The text 
underlying the translation used by 
Mt. seems to have had the Aram. 
a (‘cry’) as an equivalent for 


_ 8 (so & pesh in Isaiah, and & 


sin.cur here) ; but the translator gave 


For 
Mt. the words are a prediction of 


ee 
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OYAE AkoYce! Tic EN Taic TrAATEfaic THN PWNAN aYTOY. 
KAAAMON CYNTETPIMMENON OY KaTedZel 20 
Kal A(NON TYPOMENON OY cCBécel, 

€wc &N €KBAAH elC NTKOC THN KP{CIN. 

KAl TOO GNOMATI AYTOY EONH EATTIOYCIN. 21 


Te / x. A 
TE TpoonveyKav avT@ 


-the care which the Lord took to 
avoid an open quarrel with the 
Pharisees, and self-advertisement as 
the Messiah ; the former He avoided 
by departing (v. 15), the latter by 
His prohibition (v. 16). For xpav- 
ya¢ev cf. 2 Esd. iii. 13, Jo. xi. 43. 

ovde dkovoe: KTA,] te. DID 
impers., M.T. pw, xx. dxovoO%- 
weTar= DW, 

20. kdAapov ... oBece] This 
and Lxx. correspond with M.T. The 
thought here is similar to that in 
xi. 30; the Messiah will comfort and 
help the weak-hearted, in contrast 
with the Pharisees who care only 
for such as do stand (cf. ix. 13). 
The crushed reed and the smoulder- 
ing flax (2.e. wick) are those who are 
morally all but powerless. He who 
‘came to send fire on the earth’ 
would not quench, but would care- 
fully tend, the faintest sign of its 
kindling. See Cheyne, Isacah ad 
loc. On the augment in kared£er 
see Blass, § 24 (s.v. dyvivat), a form 
not found in the utxx. Moulton 
(Class. Rev., 1901, 36) cites a subst. 
Katéaypa from a papyrus (2nd cent. 
AD.) Tipe (class.) is unique in 
bibl. Gk. : : 

éws dv KTA,] = DBWID nye NSD TW, 
M.T. has two clauses, represented in 
the uxx. by aGAdAa els dAnOeiav 
(ny) éfoioes Kpiow and éws av 
On ext rhs yns Kpiow. The Heb. 
underlying Mt. may have been 
influenced by Hab. i. 4, ny xy) xd 
vai. -In Heb. N¥) means ‘per- 
manence, ‘perpetuity, in Aram. 


Sarpovifouevov Ttuddov Kal 22 


‘victory’; the latter was adopted in 
the Gk. translation which Mt. used. 
ONS ce (OCIS Sa Gehan, th Tee 
ioxtoas, but 8. Paul and Aq., Sym., 
Theod. eis vixos. For the evangelist 
the rendering was important: the 
Lord’s earthly activities were those 
which the prophet predicted of the 
Messiah, and His final victorious 
judgment was certain. 

21. kal T@ dvépate KTA.] LXX. 
kat éxt 7. ov. Heb. ‘And for His 
law shall (the) isles hope’ The 
announcement to the Gentiles of 
future judgment (v. 18) was also a’ 
message of hope. eAmifew with 
dat. (class.) is not found elsewhere 
in bibl. Gk.; xaé is, therefore, 
perhaps a‘corruption of kay (D kal 
ev). Blass, § 5. 2. 

22, 23 (cf. Lk. xi. 14). Haine 
or A Buinp anD Dump Man. 

Both Mt. and Lk. substitute this 
for Mk. iii. 20 f. (an incident which 
they probably shrank from recording), 
to form a suitable introduction to 
the discourse on Beelzebul. See ~ 
further Add. note on ix. 32 f. 

22. TOTe TpoonveyKav KTA.] On 
the impers. verb, avoided in the v.1., 
see iv. 24. The man’s maniacal 
obsession so affected his nerves as to 
render him blind and dumb, The 
verse has the appearance of being a 
greatly abbreviated account from ‘a 
longer one which Mt. had before 
him (kw¢dv in the last clause is for 
tupr0ov Kal x.) ; his chief object was 
to introduce the charge in v. 24 and 
the following discourse. 
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Kopov* 
23Kal PBrérreuv. 


, € e\ / 
24Mytu obtds éotev o vids Aaveld; 
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Kat €Oeparevoey avtov, wate Tov Kwdov Aadety 
\ Ye 

Kal é&iotavto mdavtes of bydou Kal Edeyov 


of d€ Papicaior aKov- 


5 e ’ \ / > x 2 
cavtes eitrov Odtos ove éxBardrAL TA Satmovia eb pn EV 


They 


23. Kat é&iatavto KTA.] 


were beside themselves (with aston-’ 


ishment). In Mk’s narrative the 
relatives of Jesus said of Him e£éorn, 
and Mt. adapts the word. Lk. has 
eOatparav. Spitta’s conjecture, if 
it could be proved correct, would be 
welcome, that Mk.’s of wap avrtod 
means not His relatives but the 
disciples (but cf. eg. Sus. 33), and 
that the subject of é£é077 is 6 6yAos, 
which has fallen out by the mutila- 
tion of the MS., together with an 
account of the miracle which roused 
their excitement. 

kal éheyov xtX.] Mt. only. pyre 
expects the answer No, but the 
possibility of the truth lies behind 
the question; cf. Jo, iv. 29. otros 
is emphatic: ‘this man’ who, in 
spite of His miraculous power, 
answers so little to our notions of 
the Messiah. The otros in the 
Pharisees’ retort (v. 24) corresponds 
with it. The use of vids Aaveid is 
characteristic of Mt., who takes every 
opportunity of laying stress on the 
Messiahship of Jesus ; see ix. 27 note, 
and p. xvii. f. 


24. (Mk. iii. 22, Lk. xi. 15.) THE 
CHARGE OF DEMONIACAL AGENCY. 

ot S¢ Papwatlor xrA.] Mk. ot 
ypapparets ot amd “leporodAtpov 
xataBavres, officials from the capital ; 
ef. Mk. vii. 1. Lk. simply tives dé 
e€ aitay, referring to the éxAou 
The Pharisees reply, with a con- 
temptuous otros (cf. ix. 3), echoing 
the otros in v. 23. They speak 
authoritatively to the bystanders and 
the healed man, to prevent them 
' from becoming the Lord’s followers. 
With ovk ... €¢ yy, which has an 


Aram. flavour, cf. xiii. 57, xiv. 17, 
ae PH ogpty wi peer IOS Mile olin 
two clauses: (1) He hath Beelzebul, 
(2) In the prince of the demons He 
casteth out the demons. The former 
is interpreted by Mk. (v. 30) as ‘He 
hath an unclean spirit,’ which, accord- 
ing to the ideas of the time, was not 
very different from ééo7n (Mk. v. 
21); ef. Jo. x. 20. But it is pos- 
sible that BeeA. €xes was corrupted, 
under the influence of the O.T. name 
Beelzebub, from an expression of mere 
vulgar insult connected with the late 
Heb. So ‘dung,’ with no reference 
to a demon; see x. 25 note. In 
Mt., Lk. the inference is drawn that 
Beelzebul and the prince of the 
demons were one and the same, 
which the following discourse in Mk. 
does not support. The use of the 
preposition évy 7» B., corresponding 
with 3, is also akin to that found in 
papyri (Expos. VI. vii. 112)—‘ armed 
with,’ @.e. with the help, or instru- 
mentality, of; cf. v. 28 (Lk. xi. 20), 
Xxvi. 52, Lk. xxii. 49. To dpxovre 


Lk. more correctly prefixes the 
article; cf. Mt. ix. 34. In Jewish 
traditions the prince of demons 


had various names, eg. Asmodaeus 
(Targ. Eccl. i. 12; cf. Tob. iii 17), 
Mastema (Jub. x. 8, see Charles), 
Azazel (see Bousset, Rel. d. Jud. 
381-94), Samael (see Edersheim, 
LY, ii. 755 ff.). Cf. also Enoch _ 
Exixy 2504: 

25-30. (Mk. iii. 23-27, Lk. xi. 
17-23.) THE Lorp’s REpLy To 
THE CHARGE. 

Mt. and Lk. appear to have used 
not only Mk., but also their respec- 
tive recensions of Q. The synoptic 
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Oupnoes avtav elmev avtots 
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Eiées dé Tas év- 25 
Ilaca Bacireia pepicbeioa 


Ge (3 a 2 a \ a / A 3.7 a 
KaU eavTns epnmovtat, Kal Taoa Todis 7) olKia pepiobeioa 


> e lol > / 
Kal éavTis od otabnocetat. 


Ja > fal 
Bacideia avtov; 


\ > € a na 
kal ef 0 Yatavas Tov Yatavav 26 
J 
€xBddre, ep éavtov éeuepicOn: 
\ 
Kat e¢ éyw év BeefeBovr éxBddXwo TA 27 
Py f ¢ gee, e fal >? / > / 
ayovia, ot viol tuav év tive éxBdddovow; 


n LA / c 
TOS ovv oTaOnoeTaL 1 


dud =ToUTO 


25 evdws]| owy NPD L fi k Ssin.cur me 


relations are discussed in JBL., 1913, 
a7 3 

25. eldws S€ xtA.] The vl. iddv 
does not alter the sense; an act of 
real intuition is described. On this, 
and on évOupjoeis (Lk. diavojpara), 
see ix. 4. Mk. introduces the dis- 
course differently: ‘And having 
summoned them He spake to them 
in. parables.’ 

aoa Bactr<ia kTA.] Lk.similarly. 
Mk. begins ‘ How can Satan cast out 
Satan, which Mt. adapts in v. 26. 
The Lord appeals to a fact of common 
experience in history to illustrate 
the truth about the ‘kingdom’ of 
the prince of the demons. épnpodr, 
common in the Lxx., occurs in the 
N.T., apart from this context, only 
in Apoc. Mt., Lk. probably found it 
in their source, and preferred it to 
Mk.’s repeated ov dvvatat crabjvas 
(oT jVva1). 

kal maca modus KTA.] Mk. has 
a second conditional: kat €dv oikia 
KTA, Lk. kat ofkos emt ofkov mimtet 


‘(either ‘a house [divided] against a 


house falleth, or possibly ‘house 
falleth against house’). Only Mt. 
has 7oAis, making a triad of illustra- 
tions. ‘House’ here (not, however, 
in v.29) may, as in Aram., denote a 
political district (Wellh.): a whole 
kingdom, or any district in it, destroys 
itself by internal divisions. Cf. Soph. 
Ant. 687 f., Cic. Lael. 7. 

26. kalei kTA.] Mt. adapts Mk. v. 
23, instead of following his ¢t 6 Zar. 


avertn ép éavtov (Lk. éf’ éavrdv 
Sieuepio Oy). On Varavds see iv. 10, 
For the question z@s otv (similarly 
Lk.) Mk. has the tautological ‘and 
cannot stand, but hath an end.’ Lk. 
adds ‘ because ye say that in Beelzebul 
I cast out the demons,’ explaining 
the identity of Beelzebul and Satan. 
Mk. ‘ Because they said, He hath an 
unclean spirit.’ 

27, 28. These verses are identical 
in Lk. (except daxrtAw for rvedpart, 
and perhaps the omission of éy# in 
the latter verse), but absent from 
Mk. They must have stood here 
in Q, but appear to be isolated say- 
ings from different contexts. They 
contain a second line of defence. 
Your own Jewish exorcists—do they 
work with the help of Beelzebul ? 
If not, they condemn you for your 
arbitrary condemnation of me (v. 27). 
The only alternative is that I work 
by the Spirit of God; in which case 
something further follows (v. 28). 

27. kat ef KTA.] of viol tpav 
stands first in the clause, in emphatic 
contrast with é€y#. The ‘sons’ are 
not merely the .pupils of the 
Pharisees, for Lk. does not mention 
the Pharisees, nor can it refer to 
the apostles as being Jews by birth 
(Hil., Chrys., Jer.) ; it denotes ‘your 
fellow-Jews’ in general. For magic 
employed by Jews for exorcizing 
demons see Tob. viii. 1-3, Jos. Ant. 
VII. ii. 5, BJ. vir. vi. 3, Midr. Num. 
(Wiinsche, 465); and cf. Ac. xix, 


176 
? \ Ni ae 
28avTol xpiTtal éoovTar 
éexBarrAw TA 
29T00 Oeod. % 


13 f., Just. Dial. 85 ot é& tpuov 
éropxioTat TH TEXVN, Sep Kal Td 
€Ovn, xpopevoe e€opxifovow. Iren. 
(Haer. 11. vi. 2) says that Jews in his 
day drove out demons by invoking 
the name of the Lord. On exorcism 
by Christians see vii. 22. Jesus 
neither denies the reality of Jewish 
exorcisms, nor does He express a 
view as to the power by which they 
were performed; He argues from 
His opponents’ ground. ¢covras is 
an Aram. imperf., not a definite 
future. 
. 28 ef 8€ xrA.] It is difficult 
to think that this verse originally 
followed v. 27; the Lord there 
assumes that the Pharisees would 
claim divine power for their Jewish 
exorcists, but here He treats His own 
working by divine power as mark- 
ing a crisis in history. The sayings 
must have been spoken on different 
occasions, and from different points 
of view. For mvetyats Lk. has 
SaxtvAw (cf. Ex. viii. 19, xxxi. 18), 
which is probably genuine, for Lk. 
would hardly have avoided rvetya, 
which occurs so frequently in his 
writings, and, on the other hand, 
Mt. seems to use tvevua to prepare 
for the thought of vv. 31 f. 

dpa ép0acev xtr.] If God’s 
power is already overcoming Satan’s 
power, then God’s sovereignty has 
already begun to exercise an in- 
fluence, and: must be so near as 
virtually to have arrived. ¢6dveuv, 
only in this context in the Gospels, 
means not ‘anticipate’ but ‘arrive,’ 
as usually in late Gk. when followed 
by a preposition; cf. Rom. ix. 31, 
2 Cor: x. 14, Phil in, 16, 4° Thesai- 
16 (contrast iv. 15): In the Lxx,. 


ULOV. 

i > a Mf 
Saimova, apa epOacey ep tpas 7 Bacidrela 
mas Svivatai tis eioeAOely eis THY otKiav TOD 
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it sometimes has this meaning with- 
out a preposition (Neh. xviii. 1 [Vvii. 
73], Cant. ii. 12). For d@avew et 
ef. Theod. Dan. iv. 25 (OD NOD). 
The aor. ¢p@acev refers to a moment 
in the near past, 7.e. when Jesus began 
to cast out demons (Moulton, i. 135, 
140); but it does not follow that He 
spoke of the Kingdom in a sense 
other than eschatological. é¢$0aca 
in mod. Gk. can mean ‘I am coming 
immediately ’ (Moulton, i.? 247), and 
% cur.pesh ‘hath drawn near’ is 
correct. Cf. Dan. iv. 8, Theod. 
epOacev, LXX. nyyeCev, The verb may 
represent either 17? (Dalm.) or NOD 
(J. Weiss). 1 Bac. tov Oeov (instead 
of Tay ovpavey 32 times) is elsewhere 
confined in Mt. to xix. 24, xxi. 31, 43 
(see pp. xix., xxiii). He must have 
found it in his source, and left it 
unaltered, perhaps in the present case 
because it formed a better parallel to 
ev rvevuate Geov, and also a sharper 
contrast with 77 8. avrod (v. 26), the 
Divine Personality standing over 
against the Satanic. The distinction 


‘which Allen draws between the two 


expressions is hardly convincing. 

29. 7) ms KTA.] The immediate 
sequel of ras xTA. in v. 26. How 
can Satan be supposed to ruin him- 
self? Or, since the answer to that 
is obvious, how can he be ruined 
without being first defeated? Mk. 
gives the same connexion of thought 
by od Svvatar . . . GAN od Sivarau. 
Mt. follows Mk. fairly closely ; Lk. 
has the parable in a different form. 
The words recall Is. xlix. 24 f., pa 
Ajpperat Tis Tapa yiyavros oxida. 
° . éav TUS atxpadwreton yiyavra, 
Anpiperat oxvXa, and Ps. Sol. v. 4, 
ov yap Anperar oxdrAa avOpwiros 


XII. 31] THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


177 


>? n N \ / ’ n a 
taxupov Kal Ta OKEVN avTOD apTdcal, éav pr) TP@TOV Son 


Tov iaxupor ; 


\ t \ ey? eer i 
Kal TOTE THY OLKLAY AUTOU divaptracet. 


0 [7 30 


nr > > na > lal Ye 
@v peT EMoU KaT éeuod éotiv, Kal 0 fu) cUVadywv peET 


Fd a / 
€“ov oaKopT iter. 


mapa avdpds dvvarov. Cf. also Is. 
liii, 12. The art. in 6 icyupéds is 
generic, but hints at the particular 
strong man that is meant. His 
binding began with his defeat in the 
wilderness (iv. 1-r1). In otkéay (Lk. 
avAjv) there is possibly a play on 
the name Beelzebul, ‘ Lord of dwell- 
ing’ (gee x. 25). oKetyn (= Aram. 
3, Heb. pvd>) is a wide term 
embracing all the contents of the 
house; Lk. ra wtrdpyovra atrod. 
If the details may be pressed allegori- 
cally, the oxevyn are not the demons 
(Holtzm.) but the bodies and souls 
of men. oxen d€ Tov ioxvpod ot 
trayduevor Tots OeAjparw adtrov 
(One) enc eAch ix, 15, Rom. ix, 21— 
23, 2 Tim. ii. 20 f. 67Aa (cf. Rom. 
vi. 13) can also represent {'J2, which 
is probably the explanation of Lk.’s 
kabwrducpevos and ravorAiav. Mt. 
seems to use dprdace: and dvaprdces 
(both frequent in Lxx. for 513) merely 
for variety. 

0. 6 pay ov «KTtXA.] Identical in 
Lk., but absent from Mk. A stern 
warning which Jesus might have 
spoken on many occasions; ‘neutrality 
towards My work is impossible ; in- 
difference means hostility.” But 
though it stood here in Q, its con- 
nexion with the foregoing incident 
is doubtful, since to lay a charge of 
demoniacal agency is not neutrality 
but bitter enmity. Mt. may have 
seen a connexion with v. 23 f.;: the 
people were half inclined to believe 
in the Lord’s Messiahship, but instead 
of ‘gathering’ them into the number 
of His disciples, the Pharisees had 
tried to ‘scatter’ them. The meta- 
phors might refer to sheep (cf. Jo. x. 


\ a 4 al a 
Ava todto Aéyw viv, waca dwaptia Kal 31 


12; Xl. 52) lz. xi. 5, Zech: xi. 16), 
or to corn (cf. iii. 12, xiii. 30); they 
are different in xxv. 24. 

The saying is inverted in Mk. ix. 
40=Lk. ix. 50, and connected, as 
here, with the casting out of demons. 
But they are not contradictory, if 
the one was spoken to the indifferent 
about themselves, and the other to 
the disciples about some one else. 
They correspond with the warnings 
‘Test yourselves’ (2 Cor. xiii. 5), and 
‘Judge not’ (Mt. vii. 1). A parallel 
to both is seen in Cic. Q. Lig. ix.: 
‘Te enim dicere audiebamus, nos 
omnes adversartos putare nist qut 
nobiscum esset; te omnes qui contra 
te non essent tuos. Ligarius perhaps 
inverted a current saying; similarly 
Jesus may here be using a current 
saying, which He inverts in Mk. Lc. 
(cf. Mt. vii. 12). That both sayings 
were current in Palestine, and to 
be traced to Cicero (Nestle, ZNW., 
1912, 84 ff.) is very improbable. 
Still more so that 6 pa) dv KTA, 
are the words of Beelzebul (von 
Dobschiitz, Th.St.Kr., 1912, 356 f.; 
Fridrichsen, ZNW., 1912, 273 ff.). 


e132, (MK, lil 28,.29, Lk. xii. 
10.) Blasphemy against the Holy 
Spirit. 

The two verses are a doublet of 
the same saying; v. 31 is an abbrevia- 
tion of Mk.; v. 32 isfrom Q. Lk. 
is based on Q, butin 79. . . BAac- 
gnpnoavrs he is influenced by Mk. 
Each verse helps to explain difficulties 
in the other. 

31. dua tovtro KTA.] Mk. dun 
d. +. Mt. thus connects the saying 
more closely with the preceding in- 

N 
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Bracdnula apeOjoerar Tots avOporots, % «8€ Tod mved- 


32 (aes Braodnuia ovn adeOnoeTat. 


Kal ds éav etry pele 


>) 
KaTa TOD viov TOD dvOporrovs, dpelqaeras avt@ os 8: 
evr KaTa ToD TevparTos TOU drylov, OUK abeOfoeras are 
330UTe vy ToUT@ TO ai@ve ovTE éV To péNdovTi. 


cident. Lk. ies it in another, less 
suitable, context. 

Tara apaptia Kktr.] Mt. abbrevi- 
ates Mk.’s impressive tautology. He 
writes T. advOpwrous for Mk.’s tr. viots 
Tov avOpérwy, which recurs in the 
N.T. only in Eph. iii. 5. V. 32 
and Lk. have kata Tov viod [eis Tov 
vidv] Tov avOpwrov, which suggests 
that. the sing. originally stood in 
Mk. in the sense of ‘man’ (cf. Mt. 
ix. 6), but was altered to prevent the 
words being understood to mean that 
the Son of Man could need forgive- 
ness, J. Weiss explains that ‘the 
Son of Man’ means Jesus as a private 
person, but the Holy Spirit means 
the divine power that worked in 
Him. But ‘the Son of Man’ is the 
last expression that He would have 
chosen for Himself as a private person. 

V. 31 and Mk. raise a serious 
difficulty. ‘Every sin and blasphemy’ 
is exhaustive, and Mk. is even more 
emphatic; it must include sins and 
blasphemies against God as well as 
against men ; how, then, is blasphemy 
against the Holy Spirit so much 
more heinous than against God? 
The sharp contrast is lacking, which 
is found in v. 32 and Lk., between 
‘the Son of Man’ and ‘the Holy 
Spirit. It is probable that the 
contrast there is between man and 
the Holy Spirit, and that the same 
contrast was expressed in the Aram. 
underlying v. 31 and Mk.; ‘man’ 
(‘men’) was wrongly connected with 
apeOnoerau. 

Bracdypeiv (-pia) in the Lxx. 
is always blasphemy against God 
(against Bel in Theod. Bel 9), but 


in class. Gk. usually slander against 
men; for the latter cf. Rom. iii. 8, 
1 Cor. x. 30. 7 6€ Tov mv. Prag. 
is an abbreviation of Mk.’s ds 8 av 
Bracdynpjon «is TS Tv. TO GyLov. 
Cf. uxx. Dan. iii. 96 [29]. After 
adeow Mk. continues «is Tov aidva, 
GXAAG évoxos eoriv aiwviov apapTy- 
patos. Mt. places his corresponding 
words at the end of the next verse. 

32. Kal Os édvy xTA.] Lk. kat 
mas Os epet AOyov «is (cf. Ac. vi. 11). 
In the second clause Mt. has és & 
av etry, Lk. ro b€ BAardyyjoavee. 
No distinction, therefore, can be drawn 
between ‘say a word [2.e. anything] 
against’ and ‘blaspheme.” Cf. Job 
ii, Q} edrdv te pnpa = 73 ‘curse.’ 
‘The Son of Man’ probably means 
‘man’ (see above). ‘How could the 
Pharisees be supposed to be able to 
distinguish between the Son of Man 
(= Christ?) acting assuch, and the Son 
of Man driving out devils by the power 
of the Spirit?’ (Allen). ‘Si operatio 
una est, una est contumelia’ (Ambr.). 

ore év TovTw KTA.] An expan- 
sion of Mk.’s eis tov ai@va. Lk. 
has no time reference. Jewish writers 
after the fall of Jerusalem often con- 
trast ‘this age’ with ‘the coming 
age,’ but such expressions are foreign 
to pre-Christian Jewish writings, and 
are rare in the N.T.; cf. Mk. x. 30 
(Lk. xviii. 30, not Mt.), Eph. i. 21; 
6 aidv odros and éxeivos Lk. xx. 34 f., 
not Mt., (Mk.). Dalman (Words, 
148-54) doubts if Jesus ever used 
the expressions; His thoughts were 
filled by the ‘ Kingdom of Heaven’ ; 
see Bousset, Rel. d. Jud. 278 ff, 
Volz, Jiid. Esch. 57. 
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/ SA / \ rn 
Touoate TO Sévdpov Kadov Kal Tov Kaprov avTod Kado, 4) 


With four forms of the saying 
before us the Lord’s exact words 
cannot be determined. But it seems 
fairly certain that He draws a con- 
trast between slandering men and 
slandering the Spirit of God: the 
one shall be forgiven, the other not. 
Lk., though apparently influenced 
both by Mt, and Mk.,, is probably the 
nearest to the original purport of 
the saying. The words have oc- 
casioned many heart-burnings, mostly 
to sensitive consciences far removed 
from the sin of blasphemy. This is 
due to the difficulty felt ~by the 
Western mind in grasping the mean- 
ing of Jewish phraseology. The un- 
pardonable sin is usually explained 
as the expression of a hardened state 
of mind which deliberately denounces 
as evil that which the sinner knows 
to be good; he says, with his eyes 
open, ‘Evil be thou my good’; 
‘fingit enim falsum esse quod scit 
esse verum’ (Ps.-Aug.). And this 
hardened state is, by its very nature, 
permanent, and excludes the pos- 
sibility of repentance. Such a thought 
possibly underlies 1 Jo. v. 16; but 
is it possible to read so profound and 
hopeless a depth of evil into the word 
‘blaspheme,’ not to mention ‘speak 
a word against’? In Jewish phrase- 
ology serious sin was often spoken of 
asunpardonable. See Num. xv. 30f,, 
He that sinneth deliberately blas- 
phemeth (71) Yahweh, and shall be 
cut off from his people ‘with his 
iniquity upon him,’ ze. unforgiven. 
1 Sam. iii. 14, ‘The iniquity of Eli’s 
house shall not be atoned for by sacri- 
fice or offering for ever” Is. xxii. 
14, ‘This your iniquity shall not be 
atoned for till ye die’ (ze. never). 
Rabbinic parallels ‘there is no for- 
giveness for him,’ ‘ there is no forgive- 
ness for him for ever’ are given by 


Dalman, Words, 147. And ef. Philo 
De Profugis on Ex. xxi. 17 (Mangey 
i, 558): ‘[The lawgiver] wellnigh 
shouts and cries aloud that no for- 
giveness is to be given to those who 
blaspheme the Divine Being. For if 
those who have spoken evil of mortal 
parents are carried away on the road 
to death, of what punishment ought 
they to be deemed worthy who con- 
tinue to blaspheme the Father and 
Maker of all? And what evil-speak- 
ing could be-more shameful than to 
say, not concerning us but concerning 
God, that He is the source of evil ?’ 
If the Lord spoke as a Jew to Jews, 
and used a type of expression current 
in His day, and derived from the 
Q.T., He meant, and would be under- 
stood to mean, no more than that 
blasphemy against the Holy Spirit, 
by whose power He worked, was a 
terrible sin,—more terrible than 
blasphemy against man. 


33-35. (Lk. vi. 43, 448, 45.) 
CHARACTER SHEWN BY DEEDS AND 
‘W oRDS. 


The section, appended loosely to 
the foregoing, can hardly be in its 
original context. Mt. perhaps saw a 
link in the thought that the Lord, 
being a ‘ good tree,’ could not produce 
the ‘bad fruit’ of alliance with 
Beelzebul. Orig.: dévdpov KadAdv, 
n To Gywv mvedpa' campdv, Td 
aKdbaptov mvevpa.. 

33. 1) mounoare kTX.|] The saying 
appears in another, probably more 
original, form in vii. 16a, 17 f, 
where, as in Lk., dévdpov is the subject, 
not the object, of zovetvy, and the 
verb, consequently, has a different 
meaning. ‘The original of kai tov 
Kaprov av, KaXdv probably meant 
‘and then its fruit will be good’ 
(so the S can be rendered), the acc. 


180 THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW  [XII. 33 
moujoate To Sév8pov campov Kal Tov KapTrov avTod campov: 
34€« yap tod Kaprod TO Sévdpov yuwdoKeTal. ‘yevvijpata 
eyLSvav, TOs Sivacbe ayaba Rarely movnpol dvTes; ek 
35 yap Too Tepiccevpatos THs Kapdias TO oTOma Rare. O 
dyabos avOpwres ex Tod ayabod Onoavpod éxBadrev ayaa, 
kal 6 tovnpos advOpwiros éx tod movnpod Oncavpod éx- 
36 Bddre. movnpd. Aéyo S€ dyiv bre wav. pha apydv 6 
NaAncovalw of avOpwrrol, aToddcovew Tepl avTOdD AOyor év 


being due to attraction. For the 
consec. Kai see Blass, | S770 OD 
the clause ék ydp Tov Kaprov KrX. 
see vil. 16. 


34. yevvypata «tA.| The first 
sentence is peculiar to Mt. and 
possibly was not spoken by Jesus. 
The Baptist used the same term of 
reproach (see on iil. 7, cf. xxiii. 33), 
followed by the same metaphor. But 
the words are valuable as shewing 
the degree of sternness which the 
evangelist felt justified in ascribing to 
Jesus. There were no doubt grada- 
tions of evil, and possibilities of good 
in the hearers, but the words only 
express the principle that like pro- 
duces like (cf. Job xiv. 4). They 
can have no reference to. ‘original 
sin,’ nor do they imply that there are 
any who cannot be good. Cf. vii. 11. 

ex yap xtX.] Lk. has this at the 
end of the next verse. That which 
fills the heart flows out of it. In its 
present position this perhaps implies 
that blasphemy against the Holy 
Spirit could not be excused as mere 
words which the speakers did not 
mean. But otherwise it expresses a 
general principle capable of many 
applications. dvdpds xapaxtyp éx 
Adéywv yvwpiferar (Menander). S. 
James (iii. 10 f.) perhaps has it in 
mind in his metaphor of the fountain 
coupled with that of the fruit-tree. 
mepiooevpa occurs only in Mk. viii. 8, 
2 Cor. viii..14, Jam. i. 21 (v..), Eccl. 


ii. 15 (probably a Christian gloss in 
the LxXx.). 

35. 6 dyads xth.] Another 
metaphor for the same truth; a man 
can bring out of his treasure (cf. _ 
xiii, 52) only what is there. Lk. 
interprets it by adding ris Kapdias 
after @yocavpov (cf. Mt. vi. 21), and 
for éxBdAAe (see on viii. 12) he 
writes mpopéper, frequent in class. 
Gk. for the utterance of words. The 
metaphor and the thought are found 
in Test. Asher, 1. 

36. Aéeyw dé KTA.] This, and the 
next, verse are peculiar to Mt., and 
introduce the new thought of judge 
ment; not only good and bad, but 
even ‘idle’ words must be accounted 
for. pyya is used, in preference to 
Adyos, because of the following 
aroddcovew Adyov. A pnya apydov 
(a-epyov) is one that does not, and is 
not intended to, effect anything. 
Vulg. otiosum, k Cyp. (less well) 
vacuum. ‘Sine utilitate loquentis 
dicitur et audientis’ (Jer.). Cf. ‘the 
voice of a fool in many idle nonna) 
words’ (Targ. Eccl. v. 2); aiper ore pov 
cou eorw AiBov eixn Badreiv 7 7 Adyov 
dpydv (Pythag.). The adj. is applied 
to men (xx. 3, 6), a fruit-tree (2 Pet. 
i. 8), fallow land (Jos. Ant. x11. ix. 5), 
the Sabbath (BJ. tv. ii. 3). Aram. 


‘idiom is reflected in the nom. pendens 


wav pnua, and the indefinite fut. Aa- 
AnXovewv, ‘which men [ever] speak.’ 
On év 7. Kpioews see x. 15. 
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Ree / a 
nMEPG Kploews: eK Yap THY Oya cou SixalwOHjon, Kal éK 37 


lal / 
Tov oywv cov KaTadiKacOHon. 


, ? / > a \ Li 
Tote amexpiOnoay aité Tiwes TdV Yypaupatéwy Kal 38 


Papicaiwyv réyovtes 
idety. 


, lal tal 
AidacKare, Oéropev atd cod onpetov 
¢ 6c b 6 \ Ls > a \ \ \ 
o 0€ amoxpibels eitrev adtois Veved movnpa Kal pot- 39 


\ lal 5) lal i a . a 
Yaris onpueiov éemientel, Kal onuetov ov SoOncetar avTh et 


\ xt a ? a A / 
Hn TO onpetov lava tod tpodpytov. 


37. €k ydp xtA.] The change 
from pnya to AdSyor, and the un- 
expected use of the 2nd pers. sing., 
suggest that the verse is drawn from 

-another context. It was possibly a 
current proverb. On dcxarwO7jvar ex 
see xi. 19. 

38-42. (Lk. xi. 29-32.) A Sian 

. REFUSED. 

The Marcan parallel to this section 
from Q is found in Mk. viii. 11 f. 
IMiexVvi. 2, 2 a, 4. 

38. tore KTA.] On aarexpiOnoav 

.See x1. 25. In Lk. the request for a 
sign is made earlier (v. 16) by some 
of the people, while others were 

- charging Jesus with alliance with 
Beelzebul; he adds here that the 

Lord spoke ‘while the crowds were 

pressing up.’ On dcddoKaXe see vii. 
21. The onpetov which they wanted 

was something more than a ‘ miracle’ 
of healing, in which sense the word, 
though characteristic of the 4th Gosp. 

(cf. also ‘Mk.’ xvi. 17, 20), is not used 

by the synoptists. They asked for 
something which would substantiate 

His unique claims to authority. Lk., 

influenced by Mk. (cf. Mt. xvi. 1), 
calls it ‘a sign from heaven.’ Mt. 

may have understood the request as 

a further attempt to discredit Jesus 
in the eyes of tle people; they had 

said (v. 23), Can this be the 

Messiah? Let Him, then, do some- 
thing of a higher order than exorcism, 

which, on His own admission, was 
performed by the Jews themselves. 

But in Mk. it follows, though it is 


ch \ > a 
woTep yap HN ‘lwNéc 40 


not connected with, the feeding of 
the 4000. Rabbinic teachers were 
sometimes asked to give signs (Eder- 
sheim, L. and T. ii. 68 f.), a request for 
which there were O.T. precedents 
(Ex. iv. 8 f; Is. vii. 11). See 1 Cor. 
1 Oe 

39. yeved movnpd xtX.] So in 
xvi. 4. Mk. simply 7) yeved airy. 
In Lk. yev. zov. is a predicate of 
9 yev. avtTy. The yeved appears to 
refer to the Scribes and Pharisees, as 
in xvi. 4 and Mk.; in Lk, to the 
multitudes (see on xi. 16). proryadis 
(cf. Jam. iv. 4) is an echo of O.T. 
teaching from Hosea onwards ; Israel 
is God’s unfaithful bride. See the 
verdict of Josephus on his generation 
(BJ. V. x. 5, xiii. 6). 

kat onpeiov . . . avty] So. xvi. 
4 and Lk. Mk. has the Hebraic 
et SoOjoeTat. The exception ei pi 
KTA. occurs (om. T. mpodyrov) in 
xvi. 4and Lk., but is absent from Mk. 
It seems to have stood in Q; Mbt. (w. 
40) interprets it of the Resurrection, 
Lk. (v. 30) of the Advent. 

40. dotrep ya) kTX.] Lk. has ‘ For 
as Jonah became a sign to the 
Ninevites, so shall also the Son of 
Man be to this generation.’ This 
does not refer to the Resurrection ; nor 
is the ‘sign of Jonah’ the preaching 
of Jesus. If we did not possess 
Mt., no other explanation would be 
thought of than that of the Messiah’s 
Advent. The Son of Man will come, 
as it were from a foreign land, with 
a message of doom to this genera- 
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EN TH KOIM‘A TOY KHToye Tpetc HMépac Kal Tpeic NYKTAC, OUTS 
gorat 6 vidos Tod avOpmmov év tH Kapdia THs yYijs 
4 Tpeis uépas Kal tpeis vietas. avdpes Nuweveitas ava- 
aThcovtar év TH Kploer pera THS yeveds tavTns Kal KaTa- 
Kpwovow avtny: OTe pweTevonoay eis TO KHpvypa ‘lwva, Kal 


42800 mWAeiov “lwva woe. 


tion as Jonah did to the Ninevites. 
Lk.’s verse may well be a genuine 
utterance. Mt.’s substitute is ‘a 
gloss which formed no part of the 
original .saying’ (Sanday, Inspira- 
tion, 433). tv Iwvas . . . vixtas is 
quoted verbatim from Lxx. Jon. ii. 
1 [Engl. i. 17} The verse cannot 
be genuine: (1) it differs from Lk., 
(2) the title ‘the Son of Man’ as 
applied by Jesus to Himself occurs 
too early (see on xvi. 20), and (3) 
as a-prediction it is inaccurate, for 
the Lord was ‘in the heart of the 
earth’ not three but two nights. 
peta Tpeis uéepas occurs in Mk. 
(vill. 31, ix. 31, x. 34; so Mt. once, 
XXvii. 63), but that does not include 
a third night: the parallels in Mt., 
Lk. have 77) tpity juépo. In re- 
garding Jonah as a type, Mt. did not 
weigh details. Justin (Tryph. 107) 
tacitly corrects him, peta 7d éxBpa- 
Onva. atroy tH TpiTy Hyépa aad 
THs KotrXias Tov adpov ix@dos, and 
the Naz. Gosp. seems to have omitted 
tpeis... vixtas (see Texte u. Unters., 
I91I, 39, 290). The ‘heart of the 
earth’ probably means not the tomb 
but Hades (so Iren. Tert.); ef. Eph. 
iv. 9, Kotdla gdov Jon. ii. 3, Sir. 
li. 5. 

Al. avdpes xtX.] This and the 
following verse are transposed in 
Lk., perhaps to conform to the O.T. 
chronology ; but more probably the 
transposition is due to Mt. and the 
sayings were originally unconnected 
with the ‘sign of Jonah.’ dyvdpes 
is without the article, being deter- 
mined by the adj.: ‘the men of 


Baciticoa votouv éyepOnoetar év 


Nineveh’; cf. BaciAwoa vorov, v. 
42 (Blass, § 46.9). € TH Kpioe: 
not ‘in the judgment’ as ev *p. 
Kpioews (x. 15, xi, 22, 24, xii. 36); 
‘to rise [stand] up wn judgment with’ 
would, in Aram., mean simply ‘accuse.’ 
The future has the same force as in 
adtol KpiTal evovTa buov (v. 27). 
Their condemnation is not in words, 
but in the fact introduced by 6ru. 
‘Ex ipsorum comparatione isti merito 
damnabuntur’ (Aug.) ; cf. Rom. ii. 27. 

éte petevdnoay KTA.] Jonah 
preached doom (Jon. iii. 4), Jesus the 
good tidings of the nearness of the 
Kingdom (iv. 17 note). Asa Prophet, 
Jesus was ‘something more than Jonah.’ 
For eis=mpds or év (3) cf. Ac. vii. 
533 Blass, § 39. 5. 

42. BaciAwwoa ktA.] In the xx. 
voros is usually the Negeb or Teman, 
the region S. of Judah; but here it 
stands for Sheba (2aBd 3 Regn. x. 1). 
It either represents Yemen (‘South’), | 
the first instance of the name for 
S.W. Arabia (Wellh.), or is due to a 
confusion of Teman with the Arab. 
Téma (Qamav Is, xxi. 14) (Zahn). 
Jos. (Ant. vil. vi. 5) speaks of the 
queen as reigning over Egypt and 
Ethiopia, perhaps confusing NIY and 
NAD (Gen. x. 7); and the Ethiopians 
are still said to claim her. éyep0. 
and dvactioovras (v. 41) are synony- 
mous. Asa Prophet Jesus was more 
than Jonah, as a Teacher than 
Solomon. ‘Salomo erat sapiens ; sed 
hic est Sapientia’ (Beng... The 
wisdom of Jesus is described in xi. 
27, and those who come to Him 
(v. 28 f.) receive more than the queen 
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i / \ ne A 2 al 

™ Kpioe peTa THS yeveds TavTns Kal KaTaKpiel avTHy: 
e s 2 a s : a a a 

OTe HrOev ex TOV Tepdtwv Ths ys aKxodca. thy codiav 


Loropdvos, kal iSod mrelov Loropudvos de. 
8&0 axdOaptov mvebua éF6XOn ard 


“Orav 43 


lal > / 
Tov avOpartrov, 


/ > / / fal 
Suépyerar Si’ avidpwv torev fntobv avdravow, Kal ovy 


(oe / V4 
euploKel. ToTE Heyer 


> \ / 
Kis tov oixdy pou émictpéo GOev 44 


Jen \ \ 
eEfrOov: Kai édOov ebpicxer cyordlorvta Kal cecapmpévoy 


Kal Kexoopnpévor. 


of the South. Like Chorazin, etc. 
(xi. 21 ff.) this generation had rejected 
greater privileges than were offered 
to foreigners of old. 


43-45. (Lk. xi. 24-26.) Return 
OF THE UNCLEAN SPIRIT. 

43. dravxtX.] In Lk. this follows 
‘He that is not with Me is against 
Me’ (Mt. ¥. 30): the mere absence 
of the defilement is not enough ; such 
a state of neutrality cannot last. In 
Mt. there is no connexion with the 
. preceding verses, except ‘this genera- 
tion’ in v. 45; he places the passage 
here as a fresh denunciation against 
them. On €£€\@y ‘is cast out’ see 
viii. 12. For dé = ék (cf. xvii. 18) see 
Blass, § 40. 2. On axd@aprov rvevpa 
see x. I. Tov dvOpwrouv may refer 
to a man mentioned in a previous 
lost portion of the discourse, or the 
art. is generic (cf. xiii. 3). It was a 
popular belief that demons dwelt in 
the deserts or in ruins (Is. xiii. 21, 
xxxiv. 14, Bar. iv. 35, Tob. viii. 3, 
Apoc. xviii. 2); see the Babyl. in- 
cantations quoted by Allen (ad loc.). 
But here the demon is unsatisfied 
by any other resting- place than a 
human being; cf. Enoch xy., and 
see Burkitt, Jewish and Chr. Apoc. 
21f. For dvdmravors cf. Gen. viii. 9, 
IN(tIM: ex.8 3/3018) X10 LO. 

44. eis Tov ofkov KTA.] eEnAGov 
corresponds formally with ef€A@y in 
v. 43, but the demon is ironically 
represented as implying that he left 
his victim voluntarily, as a man leaves 


/ 
TOTE TropeveTat Kal TapadrauBaves pel 45 


his house to go for a walk. With 
the dramatic monologue cf. Lk. 
xii. 19. : 

kat €A@dv xtX.] This can be, 
in Semitic idiom, the protasis of 
a conditional sentence: ‘and if he 
come and find it, etc.” the apodosis 
being introduced by rére (v. 45); so 
Ssin.cur. cxoAdfovra xrX. describes 
three stages in the restoration of the 
house to the condition which it had 
enjoyed before the demon’s tenancy : 
‘free [from litter or lumber], swept 
[from dirt and cobwebs], and put in 
order.’ oyodAd¢evv (trans.) occurs in 
Aq. Mal. iii. 1 and Sym. Is. lvii. 14, 
2 Chr. xxxi. 11, where the Lxx. or 
other translators have drrocKeva(etv, 
eroupdcerv, or kaapifery ; here it has 
the corresponding intrans. force. It 
is used of an empty place in Plut. 
G. Grac. vii.,. Tomol. xxii. For 
gapovv, a late form of caipeuv, cf. 
Ukwxy, 6, Herm: Sim, 1x. x..2 £, 
ai: 6& mapOevor AaBotcar cdpovs 
éodpwrav. “kexoopnpevov may mean 
‘adorned’ (Lk. xxi. 5, Apoc. xxi. 19) 
or ‘set in order’; cf. xxv. 7, Ez. 
XM 4 Lepvol | KK 20, Oecum. 
explains a vewkdpos as tepddovaAos 6 
TOV VadV KOTPOV 7) TapOv. 

45. TOTe mopeverar kTXA.] Purity 
and order being abhorrent to an un- 
clean spirit, he proceeds to destroy 
them. dre, like Heb. }, introduces 
the apodosis, of which v. 44 b was 
the protasis. For the redundant 
mopeverar see ix. 13a note, With 
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lal ‘ Ui ie a \ > 
éavtod émta Erepa mvevpaTa TovnpoTEepa EavTOU, Kal ELceEh- 


a a Y \ 4 a 2 , 
Oovta KaTouKxel éxet' Kal yivetar Ta Ecyata Tod avOpwrov 


co “ N n A 
éxeivou xyelpova Tay mpwrav. OtTws eoTar Kal TH yevEd 


TAUTN TH ToVnpa. 


n a tal / > \ € / x 
46 "Ett avtod AadodvTos Tois Sydous iOov 1 pNTNP Kal 
of adeAdol avtod iatjxecayv &Ew EntodvTes avT@ adhoat. 


47 om vers. evrev Se Tis auTw LOov n MNTNP Tov Kal ov adeApor cov e&w eoTNKATLY 
tnrovvres co AaAnoa N* BLY 126 225 238 4oo* H& ff! k S sin.cur 


the ‘seven other spirits’ Allen com- 
pares the seven spirits of Babyl. 
demonology.; Jer. refers to the seven- 
fold power of the divine Spirit in 
Is, xi. But seven and eight merely 
stand for a large number ; cf. Eccl. xi. 
2, Mic. v. 5. The demon hoped to 
guard against the possibility of being 
driven out again. KaTouxel eet: cf. 
Apoe. ii. 13, Test. Naph. viii. 6, 6 
didBoros oixevovTar avrdv ws tdvov 
OKEVOS. 


kat. yiverou . . . mpdtwov] Cf. 
EX Vil Od wed OD evil wou Siren cle 35 
and the warning in Jo. v. 14. In 
2 Peter ii. 20 the words are perhaps 
alluded to. For the consecutive xaé 
(‘so that’) see Blass, § 77. 6; on 
mporos for mpdrepos Blass, § 11. 5. 


ottws extar xtA.] Absent from 
Lk. the words are perhaps, but not 
necessarily, a comment added by Mt. 
‘This generation’ is not the Scribes 
-and Pharisees (as yeved v. 39), for 
they had undergone no change which 
could be likened to the departure of 
an evil spirit, but the Jews of the 
Lord’s time. His preaching, and 
that of the Baptist, had produced a 
momentary impression, but if they 
did not follow up their repentance 
by opening their souls to the divine 
Spirit they would suffer a worse 
relapse. It is a stern warning, but 
need not imply that He already 
despaired of them. 


46-50. (Mk. iii. 31-35, Lk. viii. 19— 
21.) Tae MoruEr anD BRETHREN 
or JESUS. 

The Marcan narrative, left at v. 
32, is taken up. Lk. has a shorter 
account from a different source, placed 
to follow, instead of preceding, the 
parable of the Sower ; ‘who hear the 
word of God and do it’ (Lk. v. 21) 
echoes the thought of the good soil 
in the parable. 

46. éru avtovKTA.] The last note 
of place was in v. 15, ‘He departed 
thence, 72.¢ from the synagogue at 
Capharnaum. In Mk., Lk. the 
incident is not connected with the 
foregoing, but Mk. seems to imply that 
Jesus was still in the house (probably 
in Capharnaum) mentioned in iii. 
19b. The relatives had come from 
Nazareth for a purpose recorded only 
in Mk. iii, 21; but finding Him 
surrounded by a crowd, naturally 
waited till they could secure privacy 
with Him, For the various views 
on the ‘brethren of the Lord’ see 
Lightfoot, Galat. 252-91; J.B. Mayor, 
St. James, v. ff.; or HDB. i. 320-6, 
and Hapos. July and Aug.. 1908. 
Though Mt. does not say that Jesus 
was in a house (see on xiii. 1), 
he preserves Mk.’s €£w, which can 
hardly mean ‘on the outskirts of 
the crowd. (nTobvres adr AaARoat 
abbreviates a verse and a half in Mk. 

47. This verse is absent from the 
true text, Mt. having already sum- 
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0 88 droxpiels elev TO RéyorTe aitd Tis éotw 48 
n pHTnp pov, Kal ives eioly oi adehpot pou; Kal4g 
> / lal > fal > \ lal 
exteivas Tv yelpa avltod émt Tos pabntdas avdtod 
eimev “150d 4) =yuntnp pov cal oi ddeAdoi pov’ boris 50 


\ a / s A 5 
yap av Tonon TO OéAnpa Tod TaTpds pov Tov év ovpavois, 
/ 
auTos jou adedpods Kal adehdy Kal pntnp éotiv. 


marized Mk.’s equivalent. It was 
added probably to supply an ante- 
cedent to to A€yovts atte (v. 48). 

48. 6 b€ droxpiOeis kTA.] It is 
not necessary to suppose that the 
Lord had heard, or knew by intuition, 
the purpose for which His mother 
and brethren had come. He uses 
the opportunity to teach the mean- 
ing of spiritual relationship to Him- 
- self. The Father was to Him, and 
must be to His followers, more than 
mother or brethren; cf. x. 37, xix. 
29. Mt. avoids Mk.’s terseness by 
which éorcv serves for both ‘mother’ 
and ‘brethren.’ Lk., for brevity, 
omits the verse. 

49. kal éxteivas kTX.] He points 
with a gesture to the twelve. In 
Mk. He does not confine His re- 
cognition to them, but spoke ‘look- 


ing round on those who sat about 
Him,’ 

50. doris yap av KtTA.] Mk. os ay 
(Blass, § 50. 1, § 65. 7). - Tov watpés 

. otpavois: Mk., Lk. tov Oeot; 
see on v. 16, vi. 9. On 7d GedAnpa 
see vi. 10, and Swete on Mk. iii. 35. 
For the whole phrase cf. vil. 21. 
abtés pov adeAdds xtA., without 
the article: the person, whoever it 
be, who does my Father's will, is 
brother, sister, mother as the case 
may be. The sisters in the family 
were not (according to v. 46) present ; 
but the Lord claims ‘young men as 
brothers, old women as mothers, 
young women as sisters’ (1 Tim. v. 2). 
‘But Christ does not say that any 
disciple, however loyal, is His Father. 
In the spiritual sphere His Father 
is God’ (Plummer), 


Preliminary Note on Parables. 


mapafoAy is the Lxx. rendering of Suit some forty-five times ; mapoiuia 
occurs in Prov.‘ Sirs only. The word denotes utterances of very various 
kinds: gnomic and poetical utterances, such as Balaam’s (Num. xxiii. f.) ; 
ef. Ps. xlviii. [xlix.] 5, lxxvii. [Ixxviii.] 2; proverbs (1 Regn. xxiv. 14, 3 Regn. 
iv. 28 [v. 12], Ez. xii. 23, Eccl. i. 17, xii. 9); taunts (Ps. Ixviii. [Ixix.] 12, 
Mic. ii. 4, Jer. xxiv. 9); riddles (Deut. xxviii. 37, Sir. xxxix. 3, xlvii. 15). 
The oriental genius for picturesque speech found expression in a multitude 
of such utterances; and among them must be included tales or fables such 
--as those of Jotham (Jud. ix. 8-15) and Nathan (2 Sam. xii. 1-4), which 
are, to a certain extent, allegories. The ‘parable’ was no less common in 
Jewish writings after the time of Jesus. ‘Familiare est Syris et maxime 
Palestinis ad omnem sermonem suam parabolas jungere, ut quod per simplex 
praeceptum teneri ab auditoribus non potest, per similitudinem exemplaque 
teneatur’ (Jer. on Mt. xviii. 23). Many examples may be seen in Fiebig, 
Altjiidische Gleichnisse und die Gleichnisse Jesu, and Ziegler, Die Kénigs- 
gleichnisse des Midrasch. ' 

In the N.T. the word zapafoAy is confined to the synoptists, except 


XIII. 


Speer Oar, Kal pydév mroAvrpaypoveivy mepartépw). 


186 THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW [ XIII. I 
I "Ev 7H typépa exeivy e€eAav 6 “Inaods ths oixias 


I Ts oxcas] B 1 124; pr ex SZ 33; pramo CE etc [de domo fhq vg]; om 
DHabcffi2gtk Ssin 


Heb. ix. 9 (a ‘figure’ or ‘type’), xi. 19 (€v mapaBoAn ‘figuratively ’) ; 
mapounia, occurs only in Jo. x. 6, xvi. 25, 29, 2 Pet. ii. 22. They denote 
three classes of utterances: (1) a proverb, or gnomic saying (eg. Mk. iii. 
23-27, Lk. iv. 23, v. 36-39, vi. 39, 2 Pet. lc.); (2) a simple comparison 
or analogy, similitudo (e.g. Mt. xxiv. 32 f.=Mk., Lk.); under this head may 
be placed such sayings as those in Mt. v. 13-15; (3) pictures drawn from 
nature or human life, which illustrate one or more truths. When more than 


‘one truth is illustrated the picture approaches an allegory, and it is not always 


certain which details are intended to illustrate something, and which are 
merely part of the scenic framework. The tendency to allegorize every 
detail, seen notably in Philo, but also in Christian writers, eg. Origen and 
Hilary, often led to strained, and even grotesque, methods of interpretation, 
and was deprecated, ¢g. by Tertullian (De Pud. ix.) and Chrysostom (on 
Mt. xx. 1 ff ov8€ yp) mdvra ta év tats mapaBorais Kara dékv, 
meprepyaterOar, adAd dv cKordv paddvtas 8¢ dv auveréOn TovTOV 
The best modern 
exegesis avoids it. But the opposite extreme must also be-guarded against, 
ae. the refusal to admit that more than a single point can be illustrated 
in a parable, as ¢g. by Jiilicher, Die Gleichnisreden Jesu. The principal 
object in the foreground of a picture is not the only object visible. 
Jewish utterances must be judged by Jewish, and not by Greek, rules of 
rhetoric (see Abrahams, Notes on Syn. Gospp. no. 14). Parables differ widely 
in their nature, and will not come under a single rule. And although the 
admission of this leads to differences of opinion in some cases, the gain exceeds 
the loss; flexibility of treatment is psychologically safer than rigidity in 
dealing with language so (av Kal évepyys as that of the Lord’s parables. 


.xill. I-52.” TrEacHInae IN Par- 
ABLES. 


itself’ (iv. 26-29), and this is pre- 
ceded by some sayings (vv. 21-25) 
which are scattered elsewheré in Mt. 
On the position which the discourse 
occupies in the Galilean ministry see 
vill. 18. It is the third of Mts five 
principal collections of sayings (see 


Mt. follows Mk. in arranging a 
collection of parables; but their 
common matter consists only of the 
‘Sower’ (vv. 1-9), the reason. for par- 
ables (vv. 10-13), the explanation of 


the ‘Sower’ (vv. 18-23), the ‘Mustard- ©” vii. 28). 
seed’ (v. 31 f.), and the remark in ». 1-9. (Mk. iv. 1-9, Lk. viii. 4-8.) 
34. Lk. places the first three to- THE Sowrr. 


gether (viii. 4-15); elsewhere (xiii. I. €v 7H Huepa KTA.] Mk. ¢ And 


18-21) he gives the ‘ Mustard-seed’ 
and the ‘ Leaven,’ and (x. 23 f.) the 
saying in Mt. v 16f. Only Mt. 
has the ‘ Tares,’ and its explanation ; 
only Mk. has the ‘Seed growing of 


again He began to teach by the sea,’ 
suggesting no sequence with the pre- 
ceding incident. Lk. has the parable 
inadifferent context, without mention 
of the sea. THs otklas (or é« [ard] 
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GAXa 5 


\ 4 \ \ a 
dé érecey él ta metpddn Grou ovK elyev yy ToAMHy, Kab 


T. ot.) is possibly a gloss ; no house has 
previously been mentioned, though 
efw (xii. 46) seems to imply one. 

2. kat cuvyxOnoav xtXr.] The 
boat would raise the speaker 
conveniently above the audience, but 
possibly was also chosen as a safe- 
guard; the Lord was still popular 
with many, but His teaching, as the 
parable implies, was not accepted by 
all, and since the religious authorities 
were now hostile, danger was loom- 
ing. For atysadds (class.) cf. v. 48, 
Jo. xxi. 4, Ac.3 See M.-M. Vocab. s.v. 

3. kat €AdAnoev xTA.] On the 
adverbial zoAAd see ix. 14. Mk. 
adds kat éAeyev atrois év TH dda 
avrov, implying that the discourse 
which he gives contains only speci- 
mens of parables. Lk., giving a single 
parable, writes efrev O10, rapaBodxs. 

idov xTA.] Mt., Lk. omit Mk.’sopen- 
ing dkovere (see Swete). 6 oreipwr: 
a representative of his class ; see viii. 
33 n. It isnot explained in »v. 18 ff. 
who he is, but the Lord was doubtless 
speaking from His own experience, 
which is that of all who deliver a 
divine message; He was not always 
successful, success being conditioned, 
in preaching as in healing (Mk. vi. 5), 
by the receptiveness of those whom 
He tried to help. The parable is 
not, as Mm wy. 24, 31, 33, 44 f., 
47, explicitly connected with the 
Kingdom of Heaven, though the seed 
is explained in v. 19 as ‘the word 
of the Kingdom.’ For an echo of it 
see Clem. Cor. xxiv. 5. 


4. Kal év TO oTetpey KTA.] Mk.’s 
Hebraic xat éyévero is omitted by 
Mt., Lk. 4@ pev are the separate 
seeds, 0 pev (Mk., Lk.) ‘one portion” 
of the seed.’ They fell, accidentally, 
upon the’ path which ran beside, or 
through (xii. 1), the field. «Kat 
éX@dvra xrA. is probably a stylistic 
improvement of the true reading kat 
HAGev... kal kar., as in, Mk. Lk. 
adds kal katerat7@n, which is prob- 
ably a loosely-attached description of 
the path; it was trodden hard, so that 
the birds could take the seed; it 
can hardly refer to the seed, which 
the birds would be less likely to take 
if it were trodden into the ground. 
For xareo Oiewy of birds cf. Gen. xl. 17, 
3 Regn. xii. 24 m [A xiv. 11], xvi. 4. 
Cf. ‘avidaeque volucres Semina, iacta 
legunt’ (Ovid, Met. v. 484). 

5. dAXAa 6€ kTA.] Mk. kat dAAo, 
Lk. k. €repov (see v. 4). Ta retpaddy 
(Mk. 7d merp@des), a class. word, not 
elsewhere in bibl. Gk. Lk’s tiv 
métpav (so & in all three Gospels 
except % sin in Mt.) represents the 
original Aram., rightly interpreted 
by Mt., Mk.; it was not a single 
rock which stood out from the soil, 
but ‘that part of the field which was 
rock.” For dmov «rd. the simpler 
Aram. construction is seen in $ cur, 
‘and there was not much earth, 
and in the same hour it sprouted, 
because’ etc.; Ssin, ‘and because it 
was a shallow place and not much 
earth, straightway it sprouted.’ In 


Mk. kai is preserved in a conflate 
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6 eiOéws eEavéreibev Sua TO ph eeu Babos 7s Hrtov 6é 


avateiNavTos 


7 €EnpavOn. 


8ai dkavOa Kal drrenvigay avrd. 


ynv tHy Kadnv Kal édidov 


7 amemviéay unce e¢ minn exe. 


kat émrov (B a), and xat dre 
(D ff?) followed by kat ev@ds. In 
Ps. exi. [cxii.] 4 e€avaréddevy is used 
intransitively of light (M1); else- 
where trans. (7.¢. causatively) Gen. ii. 9, 
Ps, ciii. [civ.] 14, cxxxi. [exxxii.] 17. 
Lk. abbreviates vv. 5 b, 6, kal puev 
eEnpavOn dia TS pny EXELY ikwdda, 
perhaps influenced by Jer. xvii. 8. 

6. Aiov dé xrA.]_ If the original 
verb was MOS (as Ssin.cur), the 
meaning may be ‘when the sun 
shone’ (see v. 45); a seed of corn 
could not spring up in a night, like 
a gourd (Jon. iv. 10). 
shines ‘on: the evil and on the good,’ 
but the effects in each case are 
different; cf. Jam. i. 11, Job viii. 
11 ff. ‘Segetes . . . modo sol nimius 

. . corripit’ (Ovid, Met. v. 482). 
For xavparifev, a late word (Plut. 
Epict.), cf. Apoc. xvi. 8 f. 

7. ddAa 8€ Krd.] Cf. Theophr. 
De Causis Plant. . xvii. 3 TO TH 
aKavOn erurmrerpopevov oréppa. On - 
the abundance of plants in Palestine 
which have thorns or prickles see 
art. ‘ Thistles,” HDB. iv. When the 
thorns ‘mounted up’ (dvaBaiver, 
Oe IS: Sey Oy 2S Sat, 115}, leloes oe, Grp 
Lk. ovpspvetera) they would keep 
light and air from the corn, and 
perhaps entwine its roots under- 
ground. Cf. Xen. Occ. XVii. 14, TL 
yap, epn, 7 qv vAn rviyy ovvefoppora 
T® oitw; The right reading here is 
possibly hice (cf. xviii. 28) ; Mk. 
cuver., Lk. dre; in the explanation 
(v. 22) ovpmviyew is used in all 
three Gospels. The addition in Mk. 
Kat Kapmov ovK eOwkev, anticipating 


éxavpaticbn Kal 
+ > iN \ ? / fa} EB 
ddna 8 erecev eri tas axdvOas, kai aveBnoav 


The sun. . 


‘is found in papyri; Mt. 


Sia TO pt exete pifav 


\ \ 
ddra S€ érecev emt THY 
, aA \ € \ A be 
KapTov, O pevy EKATOV O O€ 
seq. 5 emvigay ND 13 124 346 


kal dkapros yiveras in the explana- 
tion, was perhaps a gloss later than 
Mt., Lk. The metaphor in Jer. 
iv. 3 ‘sow not among thorns’ is 
different. 

8. dAAa S€ KTr.] KaAnv (Mt, 
Mk.) describes the appearance, aya.- 
Oyv (Lk.) the quality, of the soil ; 
but in the explanation Lk. has 
kadnv. To édidov xaprév Mk. adds 
dvaBaivovtra Kal advfaveueva, Kat 
édepev, describing the process, from 
the earliest stage, of the formation 
of the fruit (Swete); Lk., éroincey, 
states the finished result. For d.ddvac 
Kap7ov, less common than srocetv, 
ef. Ley. xxvi. 20, Ps 4.3; 

5 pev..d 6é..6 de] So in v. 
23. In Mk. the readings vary 
between evs (ter), ev (ter), and eus.. 
ev..ev. The last (BL) is impossible, 
and must have arisen from conflation ; 
Moulton’s suggestion (Expos. vi. vii. 
112) ‘at all rates up to thirty’ 
scarcely helps. ess and ev may be 
either eis, év, or eis, é€v. Both the 
former (S7N Sy) and the latter (A) 
accord with Aram. idiom. The latter 
appears 
to adopt the former. éxatdv (Lk. 
éxatovtamAaciova) is probably not 
an exaggeration ; cf. Gen. xxvi. 12. 
See G. A. Smith, HG. 83, 439 ff, 
612. Wetstein gives instances in 
Greece, Italy, and Africa; Theophr. 
Hist. Plant. vit. vii. 4, in Babylon. 
In Mk. the figures rise to a natural 
climax; their reversal in Mt. is 
perhaps to indicate more clearly that 
even in the fruit-bearing hearers of 
the word there are gradations; the 
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ANarels avtois; o &€ 
repetition of the numbers in the 
explanation (v. 23) implies the same. 
TO TéTaprov péepos Eowyn Kal ovde 
tovto €& ions, dAAQ Kal evTata 
ToAA1) 1) Suadhopa (Orig.). 

9. 6 €xwv xtA.] This does not 
necessarily imply that the parable 
is unusually obscure or mysterious ; 
sympathy with the Preacher was 
needed to grasp its teaching fully. 
On the expression see xi. 15. 


ro-15. (Mk. iv. 10-12, Lk. viii. 
gf.) Tuer REASON FoR PARABLES. 

10. Kal mpooeAOdvres KTA.] Mk. 
describes them as of mepi atrdv 
avy tots dudexa. The Lord was 
no longer in the boat, but alone 
(Mk. xara povas) with such followers 
as still clung to Him. Mk. says 
npwOTwv -avTov . Tas TapaPoAds, 
apparently ‘they asked Him [the 
meaning of] the parables’ (cf. Mt. 
v. 18 dxotoate THY mapaBoArv), 
the plur. shewing that the question 
was asked at the end of a serves of 
parables; but He then gives (1) the 


reason for parables (v. 11f.), (2) a- 


rebuke to the disciples for not know- 
ing the meaning of ‘this parable’ 
(v. 13), followed by the explanation 
of the parable. Since neither is an 
answer to the question, this cannot 
have been the original sequence of the 
- sayings. Lk.’s question ris atirn ein 1) 
mapaPoX1 ; leads more directly to the 
explanation of the parable. But Mt. 
prepares explicitly for the reason 
for parables by transforming the 
question. 

11, 67e tyivxtA.] dre introduces 
the orat. rect. (Blass, § 79. 12); it 
is not ‘because,’ in answer to the 
question dia ri; that is given in 


c yy ® > ‘6 

O €YOV WTA aKovETO. 
X06 € a) .' = > a 

TpocedGovtes of pabntat eitray ait@ 

amroxpiGels elmrev OTe 


Ava ti év trapaBonXais 
‘Tuiv dédorac 11 


dua TovTo (v. 13). proripiov, not 
found in the Gospels apart from this 
context, means, as in the Lxx. and 
Apocalypses, a ‘secret,’ something 
disclosed to certain persons, which 
they can reveal to others. It is 
used in the Pauline Epp.) and 
Apoc.“ On the development of 
its meaning in the N.T. see J. A. 
Robinson, Ephesians, 234 ff. dedoras 
yvavat Ta pvotnpia. So Lk.; and 
there is good ‘Western’ authority 
for the sing. in Mt. The present 
text is intended only to explain 
Mk.’s 76 pevoripiov Sedora1, though 
the mystical depth of the latter 
is greater. Montefiore (Syn. Gospp. 
i, 123) explains Mk.: ‘you are 
permitted to understand its laws 
and constitutions, the conditions of 
entering and so on.” Mt, Lk. 
mean this, though Mk., perhaps, goes 
deeper. Montef. and others think 
that the words cannot be genuine, 
because Jesus cannot have adopted 
this esoteric attitude. It is possible 
that Mk.’s semi-technical rots é£w 
(cf. 1 Cor. v. 12, Ecclus. Prol. tots 
éxtés, and the Rabb. O°1¥°NM), for 
which Mt. has éxeivows (cf. adrois, 
v 10), Lk. tots Aourots (cf. 1 Thes. 
iv, 13, v. 6, Eph. i. 3), is a later 
touch. But it is difficult to see 
why the thought that more could 
be revealed to the disciples than to 
others, which recurs in a saying 
from Q (v. 16 f., Lk. x. 23 f.), should 
be condemned as ‘ unworthy of Jesus.’ 
At least He acted upon it during 
the last months of His earthly life 
by taking the Twelve into privacy 
and devoting His time to teaching 
them alone. And, as Burkitt (Gosp. 
Hist, 86 ff.) points out, the present 
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saying appropriately occurs directly 
after a definite breach had been 
made with the religious authorities 
(xii. 22-32). tpiv, as contrasted 
with trois é€w (éxeivous, T. Aourois), 
meant primarily the Twelve, because 
Jesus was speaking to them by 
themselves, But it would not really 
be confined to them, but would 
include all His true followers. 
In the last clause Mt. writes od 
dédoras for Mk.’s é€v mapaPoAais 
mdvta, yivetat, but makes the point 
clear, after the intervening v. 12, by 
the opening words of v. 13. 

12. dotis yap «tA.] The saying 
is drawn from common life: the 
capital of the rich man begets interest, 
but the poor man, who cannot invest, 
becomes still poorer. Mk. has it at 
a later point (iv. 25 = Lk, viii. 18), 
and it recurs in Mt. xxv. 29 =Lk. 
xix. 26 (Q). In Mk. both halves 
of the saying refer to disciples, who 
have been privileged to receive in- 
struction; here the two halves 
refer to disciples and non-disciples 
respectively. But this cannot be 
its true context, since parables 
spoken to those who have not been 
given a knowledge of the mysteries 
cannot be said to take away that 
which they have. And its insertion 
breaks the connexion between vv. 
Ir and 13. 
absent from Mk., Lk., is perhaps due 
to the preceding kal mpooreOjoerau 
byiv in Mk. iv. 24, omitted by Mt. 
in his parallel verse (vii. 2). It 
occurs also in Xxv. 29, perhaps 


Kat mepurrevOnoerat, 


added by Mt. or a scribe to harmonize, 
with the present passage. The 
passive is not found elsewhere in bibl. 
or class. Gk.; for the act. cf. 1 Thes. 
iii. 12. In Lk. viii. 18 (not xix. 26) 
the saying is softened by 6 doxet 
éxewv ; but paradox was a feature 
of the Lord’s utterances ; cf. x. 39, 
xix. 30, xx. 16, 

13. dua todTo KTA.] Sid TovTO 
refers not to what precedes but to 
the following dru: ‘on this account 

. namely because’ (cf. xxiv. 44, 
Jo. v. 16, 1 Jo. ili, 1); it is the 
answer to dud ri (v. 10), correspond- 
ing exactly with the question. ‘I 
speak in parables because all except 
My disciples have rendered them- 
selves morally incapable of grasping 
the truth; their own action has 
produced their punishment.’ This 
avoids the iva of Mk., Lk.; see Add. 
note. PdXémrovres kTA. is an adapta- 
tion of Is. vi.9 f,, which is quoted in 
full in vu 14 f° BAéer. od BAérovew 
(Lk. iva Barer. pn BréErwow), de- 
parting from the Heb. idiom, which 
is preserved in v. 14 and in Mk,, 
produces a striking paradox, ‘ though 
they see, they do not (really) see’; 
cf. Jo. ix. 41. ; 

14. Kal dvarAnpotrat kTr.] Mt., 
consistent in avoiding Mk.’s iva, does 
not use his own formula for pass- 
ages from his Messianic testimonia, 
iva (drws) rAnpwOA 7d pyOev (see 
i. 22). dvamAnpovv occurs in the 
Pauline Epp.’, but not with the late 
meaning of the fulfilment of pro- 
phecy, which seems to be confined 
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to bibl. Gk.; in the uxx. mostly of 15. €maxvvOn xtA.] The Luxx, 


the completion of a period of time ; 
but cf. 1 Esd. i. 54, eis dvarArjpwow 
TOU pyyatos ToD Kupiov. mpodpnreta 
of an O.T. passage occurs only in 2 
Pet. i. 20 f.; in Apoc. it is used of 
predictions in the book itself, in the 
Pauline Epp. of the utterances of 
Christian ‘ prophets,’ 
akon «KTA.] Verbatim from the 
Lxx. of Is. vi. 9 f.; cf. Jo. xii. 40, Ac. 
xxviii, 26 f. The sense of the Heb. 
verbs in v. 9 is imperative; the 
future lent itself to the thought that 
the words were to receive fulfilment 
at a later time. Since od pay idyte 
=iwin 5x), iSyre is for <iSnre (Lxx. 
&); see Thackeray, Gr. 0.T. in Gk. 
i, 278; but dOwow (v. 15)=NN); 
hence (Setv and eidav in v. 17. 


which describes the state of the 
people as the result of their own 
acts, not of the prophet’s preaching, 
is more suitable for Mt.’s purpose 


than the Heb. imperatives. With 
Kat Tots w@aiv KTdA. cf. Zech. 
vil, II. Kappder (=karapvery) 


represents WM (‘smear over’) here, 
and DYY (‘shut’) in Is. xxix. 10 (piel), 
xXxxiil, 15 (kal). Cf Philo, De Somn., 
Mangey i. p. 645. 31, kappitoarres 
7d THs WrxXAs owpa. It occurs in 
the 4th cent. B.c. (see Meineke, Com. 
Frag. iii. 525); elsewhere only in late 
Gk. kal idcomat adrovs is for the 
impers. b NB; cf. Mk. cal abeO7 
avtots, which may have been derived 
from an. Aram. synagogue para- 
phrase. 


Additional Note on the Reason for Parables. 


In Mk. the reason is given in the form fva, BAérovres BAErwcs Kal pu) 
iSwow, Kal dKovovres akovwou Kal pa) Trviwowv, pH Tote emioTpe~wow 
kat adeOy avrois. The iva plays a large part in Wrede’s drastic theory 
(Das Messiasgeheimnis in d. Evang.) regarding the Lord’s concealment of 
His Messiahship during His lifetime, See J. Weiss, Das dlteste Hvang. 52-9, 
Schweitzer, Quest, 336-48. Three explanations are possible. (1) Jesus 
declared that He spoke in parables im order to prevent His teaching from 
being intelligible to any but those who sympathized with Him. In view of 
the growing opposition to His work, He felt that to utter plain truths 
would only further alienate men’s minds; those who sympathized would 
learn more, by searching for the veiled meaning, and in proportion to their 
sympathy and insight (cf. Mk. iv. 33, xafas ydvvavto dxovev). His main 
work now was not so much to win recruits as to train the few who had 
joined Him. (2) But it is unsafe to insist on this as the only possible 
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explanation. Though parables of the kind collected in Mt. xiii. may belong 
to the period of nascent opposition, many others had been employed at an 
earlier stage (eg. v. 13-15, Vi. 22-24, vii. 13 f, 24-27, ix. 16 f), and their 
primary object had probably been to illuminate, not to obscure, the truth. 
iva may therefore be virtually equivalent to dove: in accordance with a 
well-known Hebraic idiom, the result is ironically described as a purpose (cf. 
the use of wD? in Deut. xxix. 18 [19], Is. xxx. 1, xliv. 9, Jer. vii. 18 f., xxvii. 
10, 15, xxxii. 29, Hos, viii. 4, Am. ii. 7, Mic. vi. 16): ‘you have been 
granted the spiritual ability to grasp the secret of the Kingdom of God, but to 
those outside all my teaching takes the form of parables, with the only result 
that, though they actually see, they do not perceive, etc.’ (3) Mk.’s verse is 
possibly, like Mt. v 14 f, an editorial comment: ‘in order that Isaiah’s 
words might be fulfilled, BAérovres BAE~ere xTX., the grammar of the 
sentence being dominated by ‘va, as in Mt. xviii. 16. Cf. Rom. xv. 21, 
1 Cor. i. 31, where S. Paul escapes the same construction only by a 
harsh ellipse. This is perhaps supported by the fact that Mk. has pjzrore 
éruotpeywow Kal apeOy adrois. (which Lk. omits, though following Mk.’s 
construction), adapting more of the quotation than was strictly relevant. 
In this case Mk., Lk. simply express (as Mt. does) the thought of the early 
Church, that the obtuseness of many towards the Lord’s teaching was a 
‘fulfilment’ of prophecy. 


e 
» 


16-23. (Lk. x. 23 f; Mk. iv. 
13-20, Lk. viii. 11-15.) - EXPLANA- 
TION OF THE PARABLE OF THE 
SoweER. 

Mk. introduces this, with a rebuke 
to the disciples for not understanding 
the parable. Mt, concerned with 
the privilege of those to whom 
‘it has been given to know the 
mysteries,’ substitutes for the rebuke 
a beatitude (v. 16 f.), drawn from 
another context in Q: ‘Your eyes 
are privileged to see; hear therefore 
(otv v. 18) the explanation of the 
parable.’ See on viii. 26 for Mt.’s 
tendency to soften or avoid words 
derogatory to the disciples. 

16. pov déxTA.] duov is inem- 
phatic contrast with those described 
in v. 14 f., the avrots and éxeivous of 
wv. 10 f., 13. PBAérovew (absol.) has 
the deeper meaning which it bears 
in v 13 (od Bdér.); Lk, more 


simply, pak. ot p80. ot Brérovtes a 
BAérere, and he places the beatitude 
in a different context. Kal ra dra 
kTA. is absent from Lk., but he has 
Kat dkovoa: KTA, in the next verse, 
unless that is a scribal harmonization 
with Mt. (Blass). 

17. apiv ydp xtA.] See on vy. 
18. Lk. omits dujv. For Sixavoe 
Lk. has Baotdeis: the former may 
be Mt.’s alteration, ‘righteousness’ 
being a feature of his Gospel; but it 
is more suitable to the context, and 
there may have been a confusion in 
the Aram. between }W" and |W (Ba- 
oAeds is a rendering of W in 3 
Regn. xxii. 26). With the thought 
of the words cf. 1 Pet. i, 10-12, and 
Ps. Sol. xvii. 50, xviii. 7, pakdptos ot. 
yevopuevor ev tals pépars exelvacs, 
iSeiv ta dyaba "Iopand [Kupiov]. 
iseiv and BAérew cannot be dis- 
tinguished in meaning ; cf. dpav and 
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mpopyntar Kai dSixacor éreOvpnoay ideiv & Brérere kab ovK 


15 \ ? fal a > ee \ > BA 

eldav, Kal axovoat & axoveTe Kal. ovK iKoVCaD. 

- , \ a 

ovv akovcate Tv TapaBornv. Tod orreipayTos. 
b 4 \ / fol 

dxovovtos Tov Aoyov THS Baowreias 


“Teis 18 
Ilavtos 19 


\ \ L 
Kab a OUVLEVTOS, 


epxerat 6 “rornpos Kab epmater TO eomappevor év TH rapdle 


avTov* 


ovT0sS éoTw 0 Tapa THY ooov omapels. 


0 66 él Ta 20 


4, 
TeTp@on oTrapels, OUTOS eoTW 6 TOV OYoY aKOovwV Kal EvOdS 


peta yapds AapBavov avrov’ 


Brerew (both=AN) in Job x. 4. 
On the form cidav (idav) see Blass, 
§ 21. 1. Iren. and Epiph. appear 
to refer to the words in the form 
TodXdkus ereOipnoaly] axovoa eva 
tov AOywv Tottwy, Kal ovK eryXoV 
Tov épovyta_(Resch, Agrapha, 179). 

18. duels obv xTA.] The words 
are from Mt.’s pen, carrying on the 
emphatic tuav dé of v, 16; see n. 
before v 16. tiv rapaBodArjv is 
elliptical (‘the meaning of the par- 
able’), as tas mapaBodds (Mk. iv. 
Io); similarly Lk. eore S€ airy 7 
mapaPoAy. The aor. tT. orelpavtos 
is ‘the man who was described in the 
parable as sowing’; cf. 6 omapeis 
ee t9 f, 221), 

19. mavtos xtX.] Since the rest 
of his collection consists in parables 
of the Kingdom, Mt. writes ‘the 
word of the Kingdom’ for ‘the 
Sower soweth the word’ (Mk.), ‘the 
seed is the word of God’ (Lk.). On 
the gen. absol. followed by avrov see 
Blass, § 74. 5. In dkovovrTos ... p47) 
ovvievtos Mt. is again influenced by 
the quotation from Isaiah (v. 15) ; 
and cf. v. 23. 7. BaccAeias is an 
obj. gen. ‘the message about the 
Kingdom’; cf. iv. 23. On ‘the 
Kingdom’ without definition see viii. 
12. It is striking that in all the 
synoptists the single evil spirit (6 
movnpos, Mk. 6 raravas, Lk. 6 
SidBoXos : see iv. 1, note) is given as 
the interpretation ‘of the plur. ra 


ovx eyes Se pifay ev éavT@ 21 


meted. Orig. wrongly, t@d Tov 
THS Tovynpias Tvevparuv. 

otros xTX.] Mt. has the sing. 
throughout; Mk., Lk. the plur. All 
identify the seed sown with the 
hearers who receive it; in no case 
are they the soil into which it falls. 
otros here stands for a person, not 
the seed (rd éorappévov): since that 
which grows from the seed is the 
human character, the seed represents 
the germ of it, and the soil the 
previous state of the heart (ev ty 
kapoig). The evil one does not 
snatch away the teaching (which may 
remain in the memory, and even 
convince the intellect), but the living 
results of it. Lk. adds tva pa) muw- 
tevoavtes owOdo.: the wording 
recalls Pauline teaching, but the 
thought is not foreign to the context; 
muotevetv is equivalent to déyxerOar 
in the next verse. 


20. 6 8€ xKTXd.] dKotwy cor- 
responds with the falling of the 
seed upon the soil; Aap Bdvwv (Lk. 
d€xovrat) is the appropriation of the 
teaching, so that it becomes a living 
element in the personality. 


21. ovk éxe KTXr.] pia is fre- 
quently metaphorical in the Lxx. (eg. 
4 Regn. xix. 30, Is. xl. 24, Wisd. iii. 
15, iv. 3), but nowhere denotes moral 
steadfastness ; SMCisy however, eppifo- 
pevot, Eph, iii. 17, Col. ite yg AA 
omits the redundant év éavr@ (Mk. 
-ois). mpoakatpos, temporalis, ‘tem- 
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GAXRA mpdcKkaspos eorw, yevouervns S& Orirews 7 St@ypovd 


22 ua Tov Aodyov evOds cKxavdariCeTat. 


/ oh: by € \ 
omapels, ovTOs éoTly O TOV 
fa) a \ 2 / an 
TOU ai@vos Kal  amaTn TOU 

¢€ 
23Kal dKapmos yiverar. o Sé 


22 awvos] N*BD & affPgi'hk arm; 
S omn me 


porary,’ ‘short-lived, is a word of 
later Gk.; cf. 2 Cor. iv. 18, Heb. xi. 
25, Jos. BJ. vi. i. 4. Lk. explains 
it, mpos Karpov murtevoucey. 

yevoperns 5€ KTA.] Od tis, ‘afflic- 
tion’ in general, includes diwyyds 
‘persecution,’ a particular form of it. 
On the words see Swete. They are 
the kava (v. 6) which withers the 
plants. Strictly speaking, dca rév 
Aéyov confuses the metaphor, since 
the Adyos is the seed. It may be an 
addition, referring to later persecu- 
tions on account of the Christian. 
Gospel. But, if original, it shews 
that adherence to the preaching of 
Jesus and His disciples had already 
begun to provoke hostility; cf. évexey 
éuov v. II, évexey [éuovd Kal] rod 
evayyeAiov, Mk. viii. 35, x. 29 (see 
on Mt. xvi. 25, xix. 29). Lk, by 
employing the wider term vretpacpds, 
and omitting d1a rov Adyov, perhaps 
thinks of daily spiritual temptations; 
ef. his addition of ka® 7yépav in ix. 
23 (Mt. xvi. 24). On cxavdaréiferar 
see v. 29; Lk. addioravras (not in 
Mt., Mk. ; but Lk.4, Ac.°). 

22. kal » pepysva KTr.] After 
movrov Mk. alone adds kat epi 
Ta. Aoura ervOvpiat (cf. Lk. xii. 26). 
Tov Adyov (so Mk.) again confuses 
the metaphor; it is not the ‘word’ 
(i.e. the seed) which is choked, but 
the developed character which should 
result from it. Lk. offers a correc- 
tion, obro. . . . bd pepymvOv oup- 
mviyovra.: so Ssin.cur here, ‘they 
choke him.’ On pep. Tov aidvos, 


0 8é eis tas dxdvOas 
We > UZ Nee / 

Noyov akov@v Kal n méepluva 
\ / 

mAOUTOU ouUVTrViyes TOV oyor, 

a if 

éml Thy Kadny yhv omapeis, 


add trovrov ®>CE ete L be fif'q vg 


“anxiety belonging to the transitory 
life,” see Dalman, Words, 154 f. The 
addition of otvrov (see Appar.) 
introduces an irrelevant contrast 
with ‘the coming age’ (see on xii. 
32): 


kal» amatn KTA.] Cf. da, dduxias 


(2 Thes. ii, 10), aw. THS apaptias 
(Heb. iii. 13). Hf ff g* vg have 
fallacia, but the late . meaning 


‘pleasure’ is represented in oblecta- 
mentum (k), voluptas (bc ff? g* hq); 
ef. Polyb. 11. lvi. 12, and see Deissm., 
Hellenisierung, 165, n. 5,M.-M. Vocab. 
$v. ardatn: 4 tAdvn wap ’ArriKols 
. 2 3 9 Tépyus - wap “EAAnow 
(Moeris). Hence Lk.’s 7S0vav Tov 
Biov. For the thought. cf. 1 Tim. 
vi. 10. Kal dkapmros yiverai, ‘80 
that it proves unfruitful’; for the 
kat see Blass, § 77. 6. d&kapzos 
(class. active, ‘making barren,’ ‘blast- 
ing’) is metaphorical in Wisd. xv. 4, 
1 Cor. xiv. 14, Eph. v. 11, Tit. iii. 
14,2 Pet.i. 8. Vv. 19-22 describe 
temptations from within (19), from 


the influence of others (20 f.), from 


material conditions (22)—‘ the devil, 
the world, and the flesh.’ 

23. 6 6€ KtA.] In dkotwv Kal 
cuvieis Mt. is again influenced by 
Is. vi. 9 f. (Gee vu 14 f,). Mk. dk. kal 
mapadéxovrat, a voluntary appropria- 
tion, Lk. dx. karéxovew, a persistent 
holding fast, emphasized by his 
closing év tropovyj. For a less 
probable explanation of the latter 
see Expos., 1891, 379 f. ds 84, ‘who 
is just the man who,’ a class. usage; 
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i ed 5 ¢ \ , ? , \ , a \ 

OUTOS €oTWW O TOV Royo aKovwy Kal cuMels, ds 8) KapToO- 
~ \ na ad \ @ 

Popet Kai Trove 0 wev Exatov 0 Sé éEjxovta 6 Sé TpidKovTa. 


Mk, Lk. have the more original § 78. 5. For xapmoqopeiv (Xen., 
kai, whence the v.ll. here, rote D Theophr., Sym., Theod.) cf. Hab. iii. 
XL vet.nonn.& sin, et Lvet.nonn.vg. 17, Wisd. x. 7, Mk. iv. 28, and 
Scur.pesh. 6%, frequent inthe xxx., (metaph.) Rom. vii. 4f, Col. i. 6, ro. 
is rare in the N.T.; see Blass, On 6 pev xrX. see v. 8. 


Additional Note on wii. r8—23. 


The genuineness of the explanation of the parable has been questioned 
on the grounds that (1) it is allegorical, whereas Jesus confined Himself to 
parables and illustrations that bore their meaning plainly on the surface ; (2) 
this parable is so transparently plain that no explanation was necessary ; (3) 
the explanation reflects the thought of a later period. But (1) an allegory 
is the expansion of a metaphor; if. Jesus employs metaphors, which no one 
_ doubts, it is arbitrary to deny that He could expand them. His utterances 
were often, no doubt, freely spontaneous, but it cannot be assumed that He 
never prepared any of them beforehand by prayerful thought. To Him, as 
to any other preacher, this is not derogatory but the reverse. That few of 
His allegories have been preserved may indicate that His use of them 
was infrequent, but not that it was unknown. An artificial explanation at 
a later time would be unlikely to leave important details unexplained, 
notably the ‘Sower’ Himself (contrast v. 37), the ‘wayside,’ the ‘depth of 
earth,’ the ‘thirty, sixty, and hundred,’ Jesus, with a simplicity markedly 
different from patristic subtlety, had a meaning for some details, and the 
rest were scenery. The explanation of the Tares (vv. 36-43), the genuine- 
ness of which is much more doubtful, offers in style and atmosphere a strong 
contrast. The fact that Jesus gave an explanation of the ‘Sower’ would 
lead to less successful imitations, 

(2) If the parable transparently teaches a single truth, modern writers 
ought to be agreed upon what it is. But they are not. According to some 
it is that the Lord’s teaching was far from meeting with uniform success. 
According to others, the parable contains ‘the mystery of the Kingdom 
of God’ (Mk. iv. 11), %e it teaches that the Kingdom, owing to the 
preaching of the Baptist and Jesus, had already begun its secret growth 
in the world. God was ripening it, so that without human intervention it 
would reach its consummation as surely as seed sown in a field—although 
some of it may be wasted—will develop into fruit. The former is the more 
natural explanation; but if Jiilicher and Schweitzer cannot agree, how can 
it be said that the meaning is transparently clear ? 

(3) That the reports of the synoptists are coloured by their own conditions 
_and characteristics is not more or less true than in most of the utterances 
which they ascribe to Jesus) Lk. may shew Pauline influence, Mt., Mk, 
perhaps hint at the persecutions of Christians in their own day, the whole 
passage may breathe the atmosphere of the early Church, and be affected 
in its literary form by early Christian preaching, to a greater extent than we 
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24 "A\Anv TapaBodyy mapéOnxev adrois rNéyov 
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‘OpovwOn 


r n / 14 XN té 
9 Baoirela Tay ovpavav avOpom@ oreipavTs Kahov oTEeppHa 


25év TO ayp@ avTod. 


év 6€ TO Kadevdery Tors avOpwrrous 


ArOev aitod 6 éxOpos Kal éerécrepev bildvia ava péoov 


26 Tod citov Kal amnnev. 


know. 
explanation of the parable. 


24-30. THe Tares. (Mt. only.) 

This takes the place of Mk. iv. 
26-29 (the Seed growing of itself), 
Mt. having given the five sayings 
of Mk. wv. 21-25 elsewhere (2. 
Ver PS). 26, Ki PS, Cndewil, On vin 
2, xiii, 12) Mt. probably found 
his parable in a non-Marcan source, 
and preferred it, but its similarity 
to Mk.’s was close enough to lead 
him to place it at this point ; 
he then adopted the Mustard-seed 
from Mk. and Q. But finding 
also, in his other source, the Leaven 
(absent from Mk.), the meaning of 
which appeared closely allied to that 
of the Mustard-seed, he inserted it 
before adopting (v. 34) Mk.’s conclu- 
sion (Mk. v. 33 f.). Instead of Mk.’s 
final words, ‘and privately to His 
disciples He used to explain every- 
thing, Mt. gave the explanation of 
the Tares, which is thus postponed 
to some distance from the parable. 
Then, after three additional parables, 
he appends his own conclusion at 
the end of the whole collection. Allen 
suggests that he found all six parables 
-in his source, arranged in two groups 
of three, separated by the explanation 
of the Tares. On the genuineness 
of the ‘Tares’ and its explanation 
see note after v. 43. 

24. GAAnv mapaBorAnv KTr.] Cf. 
vv. 31, 33. mapariOevas is ‘to lay 
out, set in order, a repast’ (Mk. vi. 
AYs Vidic fieluker x06 xd kOe ACexvae 
34); the parable is placed before the 
hearers to appropriate if they choose. 


(2 
bre Sé éBAdoTncev 6 YOpTOs Kai 


But-proof is still wanting that Jesus gave to the disciples no 


Cf, Ac xvii. 3, Bx; ix. 7, xxi 
(Rashi, ‘as a man sets out a table 


for food’). In the middle it usually 
means ‘to entrust’ (Lk. xii. 48, 
xxiii, 46). 


wpowwOn KTA.] The Kingdom is 
not, strictly speaking, like the man ; 
but his experiences illustrate an aspect 
of it. It is important to notice this 
mode of expression in several parables; 
cf. vv. 31, 33, 44, 45, 47, xviii. 23, 
LOT OMG PH OOINE Qh Seay, hp ENN 
see xi, 16. For the aor. apowwOy cf. 
XVill. 23, xxii. 2; in the Lxx. (eg. 
Ps. xlvili. [xlix.]:13, 21) it represents 
the perf. of 107. doyuota is more 
frequent in Mt.; see xi. 16.  oméppa 
elsewhere in the N.T., except vv. 32 
(Mk. iv. 31), 37 £,, means ‘ offspring.’ 
The man’s field represents that part 
of the world in which the message 
of the Kingdom was preached ; see 
DOL Bile Sos 

25. ev d€ To KadedSew xKTr.] 
tT. dvOpwrovs are not the servants 
but ‘men’ in general ; see on viii. 27. 
(.(dvia, one of four species of tares 
in Palestine, are perhaps the loliwn 
temulentwm, which grows as tall as 
wheat, and is not usually pulled up 
till close to the harvest. The word 
seems to have: been taken over from 
the late Heb. y)2"t (Kil. i. Ber. Rabb. 
XXvili. 8). See art. ‘Tares’ in HDB. 
iv. For dvd pérov (late Gk., Lxx.) 
ef. Mk. vii. 31, 1 Cor. vi. 5, Apoe. vii. 
17. See Blass, § 39. 2. 

26. dre S€KTA.] bre... Kal... TOTE 
makes the production of the fruit 
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Kaptov éroincev, rote épdvn xa ta bitdna, 
Oovtes 58 of So0dr01 Tod olKodeomérou elroy avT@ 
ovxt Kahov oréppa éorreipas év TO OO GPO; 
o 8& én avrois 
ot S& atte Réyouow 
0 8é dyow 
apa 


” 

exer CiSdvia ; 
érroinoev. 
TVANEWMEY AUTA ; 


ta bilavia éxpitoonte 


to precede the appearance of the 
tares, which were really coincident 
with the green blade (yépros, cf. 
Mk. iv. 28). The Aram. probably 
had, more loosely, and... and... and. 
For PBAaordve (Lxx. trans. and 
intrans.) cf. Mk. iv. 27, Heb. ix. 4. 

27. mpooeAObvtes xTA.] The 
_ slaves do not appear in the explana- 
tion (vv. 37 ff); they are not the 
reapers, and their two questions 
merely lead up to the Master’s words. 
TOU oikodeardTov appears rather 
abruptly ; he is the same person as 
avOpdrw (v. 24), since the field is 
his. olkodeordry. possibly stood 
after avOpdrw (cf. v. 52, xx. I, xxi. 
33), and fell out in a primitive MS. 
It is inserted by Epiph. (see Tisch.® 
ad loc.). The question mofev KrA. 
perhaps reflects the idea, found in 
the Talmud and still said to be held 
by peasants in Palestine, that tares 
are wheat that has degenerated 
(Buxt. Lex. sv. 131, Tristram, Nat. 
Hist. 487); the slaves could not 
understand how this had occurred, 
since they knew that the seed sown 
had been good. 

28. 6 S¢ épy KTXr.]. €xOpds av- 
Opwrros, ‘a hostile man,’ is probably 
a transposition of dvOpwros éyO@pds 
(so %), ‘one that is an enemy’; 
cf. wv. 45, 52,and xi. 19 note. The 
Tiibingen ‘tendency’ theory still 
finds supporters who see here an 
anti-Pauline polemic! For the re- 
dundant areAGdvres cf. v. 46, xviii. 
BO,)xXV.) 10,25, XXvil. 5 3) see on 
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Tpocen- 27 
Kupue, 
qoQev ovv 
"EyOpos avOpwros todto 28 
Odre1s ody §=areNOOvTES 
Ov, un Tote cuANEyorTES 29 


> tal \ n ” 
avTois Tov aitov' adete 30 


ix. 13a (ropevOevtes); cf. trdye 
(v. 44). For 0éAeus with deliberative 
subjunctive cf. xx. 32, xxvi. 17, xxvii. 
17, 21 (Blass, § 64. 6). 

29. 6 S€ dyow xtr.] Some 
who think that the parable deals 
with the Christian Church, and 
therefore deny its genuineness, take 
this prohibition to be the central 
point in the story: the wicked in 
the Church (or heretics, Jer., al.) 
must not be excommunicated or . 
destroyed, because men may err in 
their judgments; the separation must 
be left to God. But this important 
principle of Church politics did not, 
at least, suggest itself to the writer 
who was responsible for vv. 36-43. 
See Add. note there. For éxpifodv 
(a late word, Lxx., Aq. Sym. Theod.) 
Ge Bop, Wey Js, samih NAO 1H 
The class. dua with dat. occurs here 
only (cf., however, xx.- 1); with 
the reading dua kal tiv oitoy ovv 
avrots (D k) cf. 1 Thes. iv. 17, v. 10. 

30. adere xtXA.] ‘Datur locus 
poenitentiae’(Jer.). ovvavédver Oar 
(class.): not elsewhere in bibl. Gk. 
déopy:, cf. Ex. xii. 22 (=NI3N, a 
‘tied bunch’ of hyssop) ; it represents 
the same word with other meanings 
in Aq. Sym. Theod. The reading 
8. atta Seopas, ‘bind them (so that 
they are) bundles,’ is possibly right ; 
for the double acc. see Blass, § 34. 3. 
Epiph. has the distributive djcare 
Seopas Secpas. The Baptist’s words 
(see on iii. 12) are echoed in mpds 7d 
KOTAKGUTGL . . . [Ov. 


198 


cuvavéavecOat aupotepa ws TOD Oepiopov* 
Oepicpod ép& Tots Bepicrais 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW [ XIII. 30 


Kal é€v Kaip@ Tov 


LuaAreEate mpatov ta biba- 


\ \ n =) Sp 
via Kat Snoate ata eis Séopas pos TO KaTaKadoaL avTa, 


a AN / 
31 Tov O€ atTov cuvdyeTe eis THY aTOOHKHY pov. 
TapaBornv mapéOnkey avrTots 


"AAAnv 


réyov ‘Opoia éotly  % 


n a / , a \ a 
Bacireia THY ovpavdyv KoKK@ owdtrews, bv AaBwv avOpwTos 


r n > lal e 
32 €omretpev év TO AYP@ avTov 


a / i / 
0 puKpoTepoy pév éeoTW TavTOV 


a a n a \ 
TOV orepuatov, Stay dé avk&nOn pelfov TaY Naydvev éoTiv 


30 avra es Secpas] om es LXA 1 al © abc g!? fi?q vg Ssin.cur.pesh ; om avra 


es D # efhk Iren!t Or 


31, 32. (ME. iv. 30-32, Lk. xiii. 
18, 19.) Tar MUsTARD-SEED. 

If the juxtaposition of the 
Mustard -seed and the Leaven in 
Mt., Lk. is due to Q, the former 
parable stood in Q as well as in 
Mk. This is supported by the 
points in which Mt. and Lk. agree 
against Mk.: AuBav dvOpwros (Mk. 
om.). dyp@ (Mt.) = xjrov (Lk.), Mk. 
THs ys. Sevdpov (Mk. om). ev 
tots KAdSous (Mk. td THY oKidy). 

31. GAXnv xtr.} See on v. 24. 
Mk. Lk. have a double question 
introducing the comparison; see on 
xi. 16. Mt. might equally well have 
written, as in v. 24 (see note), duola 
éotiv avOpérwm xtr.: the Kingdom 
is not, strictly speaking, like a 
mustard-seed, but an aspect of it is 
illustrated by the growth of the 
seed. Rabb. writers use the mustard- 
seed. as an instaace of a very small 
quantity (Lightf. Hor. Heb. ad loc.). 
For xéxkos, ‘a single grain,’ distinct 
from the collective omépya, cf. xvii. 
Poy, COs Sab Pl It tae oan By 
‘grain of mustard-seed’ (A.V., R.V.) is 
tautologous, and derived from Tyndale 
and Cranmer. civame= Attic varv, 
vnmv. ‘Athenienses napy appella- 
verunt’ (Pliny). Lk.’s xjos (Jo. 
XVill. I, 26, xix. 41 only) may be 
due to the reflexion that the immense 
growth was more likely to occur in 


a cultivated orchard. The field, or 
orchard, or ground (Mk.), is that 
part of the world in which the 
message of the Kingdom was preached 
(cf. ov. 24, 38). AaPdv is a Hebraic 


redundance; cf. v. 33, xvii. 27, 
XXL- 35,. 39, XXVil; 24, 2) Regn: 
Xow 


32. O puxpdtepov xTA.] Mk’s 
broken construction-is avoided. The 
smallness of the seed with reference © 
to the size of the plant is proverbial 
in the Talmud (Wetstein ad loc.) ; 
and cf. xvii. 20. It is not actually 
the smallest known. dévdpovprob- — 
ably had a wider use than the 
Engl. ‘ tree’ (see art. ‘ Mustard,’ HDB. 
iii.); cf. SevdpoAdyavov (Theophr. 
Hist. Plant. i. iii. 4) of a tall herb, 
dore éX\Ociv xrX. recalls Dan. iv. 18 
[21] Theod., kat ev rots kAdSots avTOD 
KaTEexkyvouv TO Opvea (LXX. Terewva) 
Tov ovpavod; cf. td. 9 [12], Ps. ciii, 
[civ.] 12, Ez. xvii. 23. On the form 
katagKnvoiv see Blass, § 22. 3. On 
the subst. -vwovs see viii. 20. 

The central thought of the parable 
seems to be that the consummation 
of the divine Kingdom will be out 
of all. proportion to the germinal 
development now at work (through 
the preaching of the Baptist and of 
Jesus and His disciples). Details 
which go beyond this were probably 
intended to be only scenery. 
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kai yivetar dévdpov, wate édOeiy td TeTEINd TOY oYpaNoy 
Kal KATACKHNOIN EN TOIC KAXAOIC ayTOY. "AAXnV Trapa- 33 
Bodny éddAnoev adtois' “Owola éotly  Bacirela Tov 
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oatTa Tpia &ws. 08 éfupseOn Odor. — Tatra ravra 34 
éharnoev 0 “Inoods év mapaBonais Tois dyXots, Kal yapls 
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81a ToD mpodyntrov AéyovTosS 


35 Tov mpopyrou] pr Haaov N* I 13 33 124 153 codd. ap. Eus. et Hier. 


33. (Lk. xiii. 20 f.) Tum Leaven. heart, soul, and spirit (Aug.). - In 


GAAnv «xtd.] Lk’s formula is 
similar to that in the ‘ Mustard- 
seed, but his parable is almost ver- 
bally identical with Mt’s. On 
dpoia értiv (dun the same is to be 
said as on 6m. € KdKK (v. 31), and 
the two parables do not differ in 
meaning. Cf. the man and the 
woman in Lk. xy. 4, 8. Leaven in 
the O.T. occurs only in ritual pro- 
hibitions, hence its evil connotation 
in the N.T. apart from this parable 
chexvi. 6, 11 f (Mk. Lk}, 1 Cor. 
v. 6-8, Gal. v. 9). It cannot here 
be a picture of the spreading 
capacity of evil, as though it were a 
worse picture than that of the tares, 
for the leaven—contrary to the 
Lord’s teaching about evil in the 
world —is completely victorious 
(e(vpsOn d2dov). 

qv AaBovoa ktXA.] aAevpov (class. 
usually plur.) is ‘wheaten meal’; in 
LxXx.=MYDp. odrov (cf. Hag. ii. 17 
[16]) is the Aram. NNND, Heb. AND. 
According to Jos. (Ant. 1x. iv. 5) and 
Jer. (in Mat,) it= 14 Roman modius, 
4.¢ about 14 peck. Three. sata 
(=one ephah) were used by Sarah 
(Gen. xviii. 6), Gideon (Jud. vi. 19), 
and Hannah (1 Sam. i. 24); it was 
a usual quantity, and can hardly 
have been intended to bear an 
allegorical meaning, as eg. Greeks, 
Jews, and Samaritans (Th. Mops.), 


Scur cdta tpia is omitted, and 
the woman is ‘a wise woman.’ 


34, 35. (Mk. iv. 33, 34.) EDITORIAL 
Conctusion. _ See note before v. 24. 

34. Tavta mdvtra xKtA.] The 
aor. €AdAnoev is repeated from v. 3, 
and refers to vv. 4-33 as a single 
discourse; the impf. éAdXeu in the 
next clause describes the Lord’s usual 
practice. Mk. has the impf. in both 
cases. By rovwtrars mapaPBodAais 
moAAais Mk. implies that he has 
given only specimens from a large 
number, and he adds xaOas 7dvvavto 
axove.v—the Lord used to employ 
parables to suit His hearers’ want 
of spiritual comprehension (see note 
after v. 15). 

kal xwpis xtA.] This was not 


the case throughout the whole of 


the ministry, but must refer to that 
period. of it to which the foregoing 
parables belong ; in Mk. the meaning 
must be the same. 

35. 6mws kTA.] On the formula 
see i. 22, The reading “Hoaiov 
Tov mpod. (see Appar.) is noteworthy. 
The quotation, which is intended to 
shew (as in v. 14) that the use of 
parables was a fulfilment of prophecy, 
is from Ps. Ixxvii. []xxviii.] 2, the 
title of which is ‘A Maschil for 
Asaph’ (cvvécews tH A.). Jerome 
(Brev. in Ps. lxavit.) is represented as 
saying that ‘in Asaph propheta 
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"ANOlZw EN TrapaBoAatc TO CTOMA MOY, 
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37 Hpiv tv mapaBodny tov Lifaviwv Tod dypod. o dé arro- 
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35 KaraBodns] NCB 1 22 Hek Ssin.cur; add xoopov N**°CDE al L 


vet. pler.vg 4 pesh.hel me 


invenitur in omnibus veteribus 
codicibus’ He thought that an 
ignorant scribe, knowing nothing of a 
prophet Asaph (cf. 2 Chr. xxix. 30, 
LXx.), inserted ‘Isaiah’ as a better 
known name; and ‘arbitror postea a 
prudentibus viris esse sublatum’ (in 
Mat.). Porphyry is said to have 
jibed at Mt.’s ignorance in writing 
Isaiah for Asaph. Not a trace, 
however, of MS. evidence for “Acad 
Temains, and Jerome omits it in the 
Vulg. Hort (App. p. 13 ¢.v.) thinks 
that "Hoaiov is genuine. 

avoiéw xtA.] The translator of the 
testemonia used by Mt. may have been 
influenced by the Lxx. (év mapaBo- 
dais), or had a plur. in his text (M.T. 
has the sing, 7D); in the second 
clause his text did not differ from the 
M.T. épevEouar (YYAN) ‘to. pour, or 
belch, forth’; cf. Ps. xviii. [xix.] 3; 
elsewhere in the Lxx. mostly of the 
roaring of lions. xataBoA7 in the 
sense of ‘foundation,’ ‘beginning,’ 
occurs in Pind. and late Gk. The 
addition of koopov in most wuncials 
is due to the frequency of kat. Koop. 
in the N.T. (see on xxv. 34). 


36-43. EXPLANATION OF THE 
PARABLE OF THE TARES. 

36. tote xrtXd.] According to 
Mt.’s arrangement vv. 3-9 were 
spoken in the boat, vv. 10-23 imply 
an interval of privacy with the 
disciples, vv. 24-33 were spoken in 
public, place and occasion not being 


recorded, and the present passage, 
again, was in privacy in ‘the house’ 
(see v. 1). The explanation of the 
‘Tares’ takes the place of Mk.’s words 
‘and privately to His disciples He 
used to explain everything’ ; see note 
before v. 24. Mt. seems to imply 
that the remaining parables (vv. 44— 
50) were spoken in privacy. 

On aduévas (cf. Mk. iv. 36, viii. 13) 
as distinct. from doAvewy (xiv. 15,_. 
22 f., xv. 32, 39) see Field, Notes, 9. 
dvacadety occurs in xvill. 31, Deut. 
i, 5, Dan. ii. 6 (Exx.), 1, 2, 3 Mac, 
and in a Brit. Mus. papyrus (42. 8) 
of the 2nd cent. B.c. With the v1. 
gdpécov in most uncials cf. xv. 15. 


37. 6 omeipwv KTA.] 6 oTEipwv 
is used as a subst., ‘the sower of the 
good seed,’ without reference to 
time; cf. 6° katadtwv (xxvii. 40). 
6 vids T. advOpdrov has no Messianic 
reference (contrast v. 41). If the 
words were spoken by Jesus, they 
would point to a time after S. 
Peter’s confession (xvi. 16); but the 
genuineness of the explanation of 
the parable is doubtful; see note 
after v. 43. 

38. 6 d€ dypds KTA.] By the 
‘field’ the Lord had probably meant 
not the world but Palestine (see vv. 
24, 31); ‘the world’ here points to 
a time when missionary activities had 
spread much further; cf. xxvi. 13. 
There is no suggestion that the field is 
the Church. By the same transfer- 
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> Ps a / a n 
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ence of thought as in wv. 19 ff., the 
‘seed’ is interpreted as men. On oi 
viol Hs BaorAcias, ‘those who are 
fitted, and therefore destined, for the 
Kingdom,’ see viii. 12. 0f viol rod 
aovnpov, ‘those whose character is 
evil’; the adj. (see on vi. 13) may 
be either masc. or neut.; the Lat. 
versions vary. With the former cf. 
Ac. xiii. 10, 1 Jo. iii. 10; with the 
latter Eph. ii. 2, Col. iii, 6, Ps. 
Ixxxviii. [lxxxix.] 23. The latter 
is preferable in view of the personal 
6 duéBoA0s which follows, and 
because an abstract 7d. rovnpév forms 
a better counterpart to Pactr<«ia. 
' The expression corresponds with 
‘those who do iniquity’ (v. 41). 

39. 6 8& éyOpds xtrX.] The 
action of the devil (on dudBodos see 
iv. 1), which instils what is evil, is 
analogous to the preaching of the 
Son of Man, which instils what is 
good. And the evil, like the good, 
becomes an element in men’s: person- 
ality, so that the plants which spring 
up are persons. 

6 8€ Oepiopds KTA.] On Oepiopds 
see ix. 37, where, however, it has a 
different force. Harvest, as an 
eschatological metaphor, is derived 
from the O.T. (eg. Joel iii. 13, Jer. 
li. 33, Hos. vi. 11). (9) ovvréAca 
(Tov) aidvos, “the completion of the 
transitory course of the world,’ is 
confined, in the N.T., to Mt. (vv. 40, 
49, XXiv. 3, xxviii. 20); cf. Heb. 
ix. 26. It is thoroughly Jewish, 
occurring in different forms in the 


Apocalypses (frequent in Apoc. 
Baruch) and Targus; see Volz, 
Jiid. Esch. 166. It corresponds 
with the O.T, O37 NNN3 (‘at the 
end of the days’y. For the angels 
as reapers’ cf. xxiv. 31, Apoc. xiv. 
15-19. Oepioris (class.) Bel 33 only. 

40. @orep «tTX.] The formula 
oUTws é€otat KTX. is repeated in v. 49, 
and was probably common in Chris- 
tian preaching. For ovrws intro- 
ducing the explanation of a parable 
ef. xvili. 14, 35, Lk, xii. 21, xiv. 33, 
XV. 10, xvii. 10. 

41. admooteAct xtd.] Cf. xxiv. 
31, where ‘ His angels’ (referring to 
the Son of Man—elsewhere only’ 
Xvi. 27) are sent to gather the elect. 
Similarly ‘His Kingdom,’ xvi. 28; 
ef. ‘My Kingdom,’ Lk. xxii. 30. It 
is the Kingdom of the Son of Man 
because He inaugurates it by His 
advent and judgment ; it is also ‘the 
Kingdom of their Father’ (v. 43). 
In the Apocalypses, especially parts 
of Enoch, angels have functions at 
the day of Judgment; see Volz, Jiid. 
Esch. 261. The oxavdadra will be 
found in the Kingdom, because it 
will have come into the world where 
the tares have been sown. With 
‘them. that do iniquity’ they are 
a duplicate interpretation of the 
tares, and are perhaps due to 
Zeph. i. 3 (Heb.), ‘I will bring to an 
end... the stumbling-blocks with 
the wicked’ (perhaps }DXN =cvA- 
AéEw was read). oxdvdadoy, in the, 
synn. xvi. 23, xviii. 7 = Lk. xvii. 1 
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exes eoTat 


436 KravOnos Kal 6 Bpuyyos Tov ddovTwv. Tote of AfKator 


only, is a late form of cxavddAnOpov 
(cf. Ar. Ach. 687), the ‘bait-stick’ of 
a trap; cf. cxavdadrifer Oar = WPA, 
SUR Oh Gy 26ege [Po Sdhh| sie On 
the vb. see v. 29. Tovs movovvTas 
THY dvopiay: see vii, 23. 

42. kat Badotow xrA.] An 
allusion to Gehenna (see v. 22, xviii. 
9); cf. 4 Esd. vii. 36 ‘furnace of 
Gehenna’; and see Apoc. ix. 2. In 
Apoe. xix. 20, xx. 10 the symbolism 
is that of a ‘lake of fire.’ On ‘fire’ 
see iii. 10. On the formula éxe? éoras 
KTX, see Vili, 12. 

43. Tore of Sixavou xTA.] Perhaps 
an allusion to Dan. xii. 3. The 
thought corresponds with ‘gather 


the wheat into my barn’ (v. 30), 
but the symbolism is changed. The 
transportation of the righteous out 
of this world is not taught in the 
Gospels (see on xxiv. 31); when the 
wicked are removed the righteous 
will shine, like the sun when the 
clouds have passed, in the Kingdom 
which has been consummated on the 
earth, or on a new earth. éws dv 
KaTavTiowpey ot mavres eis avdpa 
téhevov, Kal yevwvTai mévrTes els 
yAvos (Orig.). Cf. Apoc. i. 16. For 
dikaot, of those who will partake 
in the future bliss, cf. v. 49, xxv. 37, 
46, Lk. xiv. 14. On the formula 


6 €xwv KTA. see xi. 15. 


Additional Note on the Parable of the Tares. 


Many writers deny the genuineness, not*only of the explanation, but 
of the parable itself. It is thought to be a later form of the ‘Seed growing 
of itself’ (Mk. iv. 26-29), mainly because it is held that by the ‘Kingdom 
of Heaven’ Mt. here means the Christian Church, containing both bad and 
good men. But there is nothing in the parable which necessarily suggests 
this; and in the explanation the field is not the Church but the world. 
adrov after dypm (v. 24) is a scenic detail, as in v. 31, and need not be 
pressed—it is not pressed in the explanation—to mean that the ‘field’ has 
become the possession of the Son of Man. The parables are similar enough 
to lead Mt. to place his at this point, to the exclusion of Mk.’s. Both 
picture a man who sows seed, which matures, and is reaped at the harvest. 
And both contain the thought of the non-interference of men—Mk. in 
general, Mt. in a particular respect which appealed to him. Denney (Eapos. 
Aug. 1911) rejects the ‘Tares’ on the latter ground. But they are not so 
similar as to render it improbable that Jesus spoke both at different times. 
Mk. describes the secret development due to God alone, which results in 
the consummation of the Kingdom; Mt. the state of human society which 
will continue till that consummation, when the good and the bad will be 
separated. Only the divine Judgment at the Last Day can decide who are 
good and who are bad. 

The explanation stands on a different footing. Its genuineness must 
not be denied merely on the ground that it allegorizes (see note at the 
beginning of the chapter). But the style of vv. 37—43 is certainly stilted 
compared with that of the explanation of the ‘Sower’ (vv. 18-23); the 
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interpretation of the successive details is mechanical ; the apocalyptic expecta- 
tions are of a popular and conventional character, and are expressed, to a large 
extent, in stereotyped formulas; and the use of the title ‘the Son of Man’ 
for Jesus, first in His human life (v. 37), and then in His Messianic glory (v. 


41), must be due to Christian tradition. 


If Jesus Himself gave an explana- 


tion of the parable, it is probable that very little of it has been preserved. 


44. THe TREASURE. See on v. 36. 


Gpota xti.] The parable, as a 
whole, illustrates an aspect of the 
Kingdom (see. on v. 24), we. its 
enormous worth, for which any 
sacrifice should be made. If the 
man bought the field for its market 
price, he virtually stole the treasure ; 
but the morality of the transaction, 
as in the case of the steward (Lk. 
xvi. 1-9), and the judge (Lk. xviii. 
I—8), is not the point at issue, but 
- his eagerness to obtain the treasure. 
Money was hidden in the earth (ef. 
xxv. 25) when there was special need 
for its safeguarding, eg. in time of 
war, Jos. BJ. vil. v. 2; see Wetstein, 


ad loc. For the use of do ef. xiv. 
26, Lk. xxiv. 41, Ac. xii. 14 (Blass, 
§ 40. 3). The article in ev ro 


dyp must be generic (Blass, § 46. 7) ; 
but D Chrys. omit it, perhaps rightly 
because the mention of a definite 
field is required by the following 
Tov aypov éxeivov. avTov is probably 
subj. gen:, ‘his joy’ (R.V.), not obj., 
‘for joy thereof’ (A.V.), although 
the latter is a possible construc- 
tion. With the redundant trdéye 
ef. ropevOevtes (ix. 13 a note). The 


hist. presents after the aor. expupev 
add verve to the narrative. 

45, 46. THe PEARL. 

45. Opoia xrA.] The Kingdom 
is not like the merchant, but his 
eagerness illustrates an aspect of it 
(see on v. 24)—its enormous worth. 
This and the last parable illustrate 
the variety of religious experience : 
the treasure was discovered accident- 
ally, the pearl after strenuous search. 
The comparison of spiritual gain 
with pearls (cf. vii. 6) recalls Job 
XXvill. 15-19, Prov. iii. 15, viil. 11; 
it also underlies Apoc. xxi. 19-21; ef. 
the Syr. Hymn of the soul, trans- 
lated in ZNW., 1903, 283. avOparm 
éuarépm, ‘a certain merchant,’ is per- 
haps the true reading ; cf. v. 28. 

46. evpav 8€ xrA.] For éva= 
tiva see viii. 19; D & ZX cur Cypr. 
omit it. For TOAUTYpLOS, a rare and 
late word (not in LXxX.), cf. xxvi. 7 
(led Og Xie set Pet. 1. 7.) On 
ameXOuv cf. v. 28. On the aoristic 
perf. wérpaxev see Moulton, i. 142, 
145, who quotes dmreypaydpynv kal 
mémpaka from a papyrus. mdvTo 
éca, ‘all his possessions,’ not wavras 
dcovs, ‘all the pearls that he had’ ; 
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47-50. THE NEt. 

47. dpoia «tXA.] The Kingdom 
is not, strictly speaking, like a net, 
but the parable illustrates an aspect 
of it (see on v. 24), ze. that when it 
comes, not all who have heard the 
message of it will be found worthy. 
The meaning is similar to that of 
the ‘Tares’ and the ‘Wedding 
garment’ (xxii. 11-13). The catch- 
ing of fish recalls iv. 19 (ade«ts 
avOpérwv); but it does not follow 
that the net represents the Christian 
Church and éx mavrds yévovs men 
of different nationalities, and that 
the parable is therefore not genuine. 

cayivn, sagena (Vulg.), is a seine, 
a large drag-net, ‘a great net’ 
(Ssin.cur); not a retiaculum (k). 
Hesych.: rAéypa Te éx kaddpov. 

48. nv ote KTrX.] dvaBu.Bdgew 
(class.): here only in the N.T.; 
frequent in the Lxx. aiy.adds: cf. 
v. 2. ayyn: here only; cf. xxv. 4, 
dyy<ia, which some MSS. have here. 
See M.-M. Vocab. sv. The campd 
were not ‘rotten, for they were caught 
alive, but ‘ worthless’ for eating, ‘in- 
ferior’ (Ssin); cf. vii. 18, xii. 33. 

49,50. oUTws kTA.] Except v. 49b 
this explanation is a verbatim repeti- 
tion of vv. 40 b—42 (see notes), which 
has been added somewhat mechanically 


Néyouow avTo 


‘all that he had’ (E.VV.) is am- 


cf 
OVUTWS 


exel 

Luv- 
Nat. o 6€ eizev 
by the evangelist. ‘The angels shall 
come forth’ (cf. droore\et v. 41) is 
suitable to the reapers who were sent 
forth into the field, but not to the 
fishermen who were sitting on the 
beach ; and those who caught and 
separated the fish were the same 
persons, a detail which does not 
admit of allegorizing. ‘The furnace 
of fire’ is suitable to the tares but 
not to the fish. With ddopiotow 
Ch XxVva 32: 


The seven parables in the chapter 
appear to belong to the period after 
the Lord’s first preaching of the near 
approach of the Kingdom, and the 
beginning of the hostility of the 
religious authorities (viii. 1-8, xii.), 
and ‘before the final rupture with 
them (xv. I-20). He seems to be 
describing His own experiences. He 
and the disciples had preached with 
varying success (Sower and Drag-net) ; 
the failures had been due to the 
opposing influence of the devil (Tares); 
but nevertheless the preaching had 
brought to earth the beginnings of 
a development which would end in 
the splendid consummation (Mustard- 
seed and Leaven), to share in which 
is a prize worth any sacrifice (Treasure 
and Pearl). j 


51, 52. Conctusion. THE Goop 
HovusEHOLDER. 
51. cuvixate xtX.] Origen re- 
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marks ovx dyvodv épwrd, but the 
conditions of the Lord’s humanity 
did not exclude a real need to ask 
for information. Mt. often, but not 
always, avoids recording such ques- 
tions ; see on Vill. 29 (fin.). 

52. did tovTo kTX.] In its present 
position this refers to the fact that 
the disciples have understood the 
parables ; but see below. padnreverv 
can be intrans., ‘to be, or become, 
a disciple’; cf. xxvii. 57 v.l., Clem. 


Protr. xi. 113, paOntetdowpev TO 
xupio. The transitive, used here in 


the pass., can mean either (a) ‘to make 
some one a disciple’ (cf. xxviii. 19, 
Ac. xiv. 21) or (0) ‘to instruct [a 
disciple’] (cf. Ign. Rom. iii. 1, @ 
poaBetovres [when you give instruc- 
tion] évreAAco Oe), Iren. iv. 38. 2, 
THV . . . Tapovoiay Tod Kupiov euo- 
OnretdOnre. With (a) ‘the Kingdom 
of Heaven’ may be personified, 
‘made a disciple of the Kingdom 
of Heaven, the expression being 
similar to éuabntetOy 1H “Inood 
(xxvii. 57); or pad. is absolute, as 
in xxviii. 19, and the dative means 
‘with respect to [2.¢. having accepted 
my teaching about] the Kingdom of 
Heaven.’ But (0) is simpler: in- 
structed either ‘with a view to (in 
order to be ripe for),’ or better ‘in 
[the truths of] the Kingdom of 
Heaven.’ The last is the meaning 
of both the Jl. (see Appar.), and 
ef. Orig. (ad loc.) pepabnrerpevos TH 
Grane 76 ypappa ToD vopov b1dac- 
kaAig, Eus. (on Ps. xli. 7) 6 tovrous 
pabnrevbeis. 

On dv Opium oix. see xi, 19. On 
dotis for ds see ii, 6. ex PdAXe: 


ef. viii. 12 (note), and xii. 35 which 
also illustrates the meaning of 0n- 
cavpds. As the well-supplied house- 
holder can make good provision for 
household or guests, so the heart of 
the scribe can produce either new or 
old truths according to the needs of 
his hearers. 

Kawa Kal madaid] In the present 
position of the saying, maAaid are 
the facts of nature and human life 
employed as parables, Kava the 
new spiritual meanings which the 
Christian scribe can draw from them. 
But this is a strange use of raAaud. 
The verse has probably been drawn 
from a different context, for (1) da 
tovto forms no real link, since the 
saying is a general statement which 
would remain true even if the dis- 
ciples had answered ‘No’ instead of 
‘Yes.’ (2) The use of ‘scribe’ for 
a disciple of Christ and a teacher 
of Christians (‘scribae et notarii 
Salvatoris, Jer.) is usually supported 
by reference to xxiii. 34; but see 
note there. There is nothing to 
prepare the reader for so unusual a 
meaning of a well-known word. (3) 
If by ‘things new and old’ the 
Lord meant that the Christian scribe 


develops in knowledge and can con- 


tinually produce new truths in 
addition to his stock of old ones, 
the emphasis on kat radasd is lost ; 
we should expect the order ‘old and 
new. The saying may have been 
spoken when Jesus was maintaining 
(as in v. 17) the true relation of His 
teaching to the Jewish law: the 
former does not annul the latter. 
Therefore any scribe, learned in the 
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law, who accepts instruction as a 
disciple in the truths taught by 
Jesus, is enriched; he can teach 
‘new truths as well as old’ ypap- 
pareds thus has its ordinary meaning, 
and 6a rovro has full force. The 
words, in this case, though Mt. 
adapted them to the Christian 
disciple, balance the stern denuncia- 
tions against the Scribes, of which 
Mt. preserves so many. The Lord 
~ could sometimes speak hopefully of 
them (cf. Mk. xii. 34), and perhaps 
did so more often than our scanty 
records represent. 


53-58. (Mk. vi. 1-6, Lk. iv. 16— 
30.) THe Lorp at NAZARETH. 

Mt. returns to his Marcan source, 
having left it (v. 34) at Mk. iv. 34. 
The intervening material (Mk. iv. 
35-v. 43) he has already used (see 
on viii. 18 and-ix. 18). From this 
point he follows Mk.’s order to the 
end. 

53. Kal éyévero xtX.] On the 
formula see vii. 28. Mk. has simply 
Kat e€nrAOev éxeiOev. For petaipecv 
intrans. cf. xix. 1 (Mk. épxerau); in 
class. Gk. and xx.) it is trans. but 
the acc. could be omitted, as in Aq. 
Gen. xii. 8 (sc. oxnvyjv)=PAW'; cf. 
dvadvew, Lk. xii. 36. éxei@ev here 
refers to Capharnaum, or to the 
‘house’ (v. 36), in Mk. to the house 
of Jairus. 

54. kat éXOdv xtA.] His rarpis 
was Nazareth; cf. Lk. iv. 23. Lk. 
places the visit at an earlier point, 
to form a suitable opening to the 
Ministry, but perhaps based on an 
account of a visit to Nazareth in Q; 


/ ig n er 
ovY OTS éoTLV 0 TOV TEKTOVOS VIOS ; 


/ . 7 € / ef \ 
Tlodev rovtm 4 copia avtn Kat 


ovy 1 


seeiv.13 note. A suggestion regard- 
ing Lk.’s account is made in JTRS., 
July 1910, 552-7. For warpis of a 
town Swete cites Philo, Leg. ad Caz. 
36. Mk. adds ‘and His disciples 
follow Him, which Mt. takes for 
granted; they are -with Jesus at 
xiv. 15. édédacxev is for Mk.’s 
npgato SiddoKev, an Aramaism 
(Dalman, Words, 26 f.) which Mt. 
often avoids, see xiii. I, xiv. 35, 
XIX, (279 Xks T7024, 304 xd eee 
EX1Vsn dy RXV 1075 7g XVI Oe 
On aitrov, absent from Mk., see vii. 
29. 

gore KkTd.] Mk. says of roddoil, 
‘the majority. By 7 codia airy 
Mt. makes the hearers refer to the 
discourse which they had just heard, 
while at dvvdyers must mean ‘the 
miracles reported of Him.’ And Mk. 
somewhat similarly. But this is a 
little awkward. Some confusion 
possibly underlies the accounts. Lk. 
produces a smoother narrative, which, 
however, presents other difficulties 
of its own. 


55. ovx obtos xrX.] This may 
mean ‘he whom we used to know as 
the earpenter’s son’; Joseph need not 
have been still alive. Jo. vi. 42 is 
also ambiguous. He was probably 
dead ; he plays no part in the Gospel 
narratives after Lk. .ii, 41-51, and 
Prot, Jac, ix. represents him as an 
old man before the Lord’s birth. 
Mk. has ovdx oft. € 6 téxrwv, Lk. 
odxt vids éoriv “Iword odros; * This 
being the only N.T. evidence, it is 
uncertain whether Joseph was a 
carpenter or not. Allen suggests 


Z 
‘TAaVTa } 


- utds (Stanton). 
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that Mt. altered Mk. from motives 
of reverence; but Mt. does not shrink 
from recording far more insulting 
taunts (cf. xi. 19, xil. 24). Mk.’s text 
may have been revised at a later 
date to avoid a misunderstanding of 
Or possibly ‘ the car- 
penter’s son’ may represent N14J 13, 
which can mean simply ‘thecarpenter’; 
cf. Ab. Zara, 50b, B. Bathra, 73 b, 
Jer. Kidd. iv. 66a. On patristic 
and apocryphal passages see Swete. 
ovx 7» pytnp KTA.] That they 
could name them shewed how in- 
timately they knew them. Allen 
thinks that Mt. shrank from the close 
juxtaposition of ‘the son of the 
carpenter’ (the legal sonship) and 
‘the son of Mary’ (the physical son- 
ship). But this is perhaps over- 
subtle. On the ‘brothers’ see xii. 
46; and on their names see Swete. 
56. Kal at adeApal KTA.] macau 
is absent from Mk.; Mt. may have 
known a tradition that there were 
more than two. Epiph. (Haer. Ixxviii. 
9) speaks of two, as known in Scrip- 
ture, Salome and Mary. For apocr. 
traditions see Thilo, Cod. Apocr. 


363n: They are not mentioned else- 


where in the N.T.; see on xii. 50. 
On mpés=apd, see Blass, § 43. 7, 
and on the acc. Moulton, i. 106. 

57. Kat exxavdadiCovro KTA.] On 
the verb see v.29. Lk. records only 
the subsequent stage, ‘they were all 


filled with wrath.” ov« éorw KTA.: Jo. 
applies the saying on another occasion 
(iv. 44). Cf. ‘vile habetur quod domi 
est’ (Seneca), and other parallels in 
Weistein. The Logia Jesu (Oxyr. i.- 
3) has ovn éeoriv dextds mpodytis év 
TH TaTpids adrov, ovde iatpds movet 
Gepareias eis Tots yuvdoKovtas 
adrév. Mt. omits MK’s xal év rois 
ovyyevetowv avTov, a reference to 
the incident in Mk. iii. 21 which 
Mt. avoids recording. The Lord 
accepts His popular reputation as a 
Prophet (cf. xvi. 14, xxi. 11,- 46, 
Mk. vi. 15). 

58. Kal ovK éroinoey KTX.] Mk. 
‘And He was not able there to do 
any mighty work, except that He 
laid His hands upon a few sick people 
and healed them.” Mt. is much 
briefer, and he tones down ‘ was not 
able’; ov«.€roinoev might meaneither 
inability or refusal. See Orig. quoted 
by Swete. Mt. preserves the Lord’s 
wonder at the centurion’s faith (viii. 
To), yet he here avoids Mk.’s addition 
‘and He marvelled because of their 
unbelief’; see on xii. IT. 

‘xiv. I, 2. (Mk. vi. 14-16, LK. ix. 
7-9.) Heron’s Ipra or JEsus. 

I. ev exeivy xtA,] The incident 
is loosely connected with the Galilean 
ministry. Mk., Lk. though with 
no note of time, connect it with 
the mission of the Twelve, by which 
the fame of Jesus was widely spread. 
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Herod had only recently heard of 
Him, perhaps because he had. been 
too fully occupied by his war with 
Aretas (see on v. 4). For rerpaapxns 
_ (Mt., Lk.) Mk. has the less accurate 
Bacrdreds (see on ii. 22), which Mt. 
himself uses in v. 9. Antipas may 
have been styled ‘king’ by courtesy 
(Swete), or the title had not dropped 
out of the popular speech between 
the death of Herod the Great and the 
' conferring of it again on Agrippa I. 
(Zahn). On axon) see iv. 24. 


2. kat elrev ktX.] Mt. ascribes 
to Herod words which in Mk. form 
part of the popular guesses (éAeyor ; 
the v.l. éXeyev was due to Mt.’s ezrev). 
Mk. adds other guesses (4AXAou 8e 
éXeyov), Elijah, or a prophet like one 
of the prophets (cf. Mk. viii. 28= 
Mt. xvi. 14); but when Herod heard 
it he said, ‘John whom I beheaded, 
he is risen.’ Lk. is different: Herod 
was perplexed at the popular guesses, 
one of which was that John had 
risen ; 
idea: ‘John I beheaded, but who 
is this, of whom I hear such things ?’ 
Accordingly he ‘sought to see Him’ 
(cf. Lk. xxiii. 8), which was the 
last thing he would have sought 
had he supposed it was John. For 
matoes of court attendants cf. Gen. 
xli, 10, 37 f£., 1 Regn. xvi. 17. 

amd Tov vekpOv] Only xxvii. 64, 
xxvili. 7; dad vex. Lk. xvi. 30. 
The usual éx occurs, in Mt. in xvii. 
9 only. Sa rotro (so Mk.): John 
did no miracles (Jo. x. 41), but he 
had risen, and was therefore invested 


but Herod repudiated the ° 


with the powers (ai &) of which 
report told. These powers operate 
(€vepyotvouv, so Mk.) so as to produce 
miracles; cf. 1 Cor. xii. to. On 
évepyeiv, elsewhere only in S. Paul’s 
Epp. see J. A. Robinson, LEphes. 
241-7. Dalman(Words, 201)suggests 
that the Aram. was misunderstood, 
ma paynd xn), ‘mighty deeds 
are done by him’; cf. xi. 21, 23. 


3-12. (Mk. vi. 17-29; cf. Lk. iii. 
19 f) Tse Baprist’s Deara. 

3. 6 yap “Hpddns xrA.] A par- 
enthetical retrospect, as in Mk. Lk. 
omits the narrative, having already 
recorded (/.c.) John’s imprisonment 
and its cause; see on iv. 12. For 
améSero (not in Mk.) cf. Lev. xxiv. 
12, Num. xv. 34, 2 Chr. xviii. 26, 
Polyb. xxiv. 8. Herodias was the 
sister of Agrippa and daughter (by 
Bernice) of Aristobulus the son of 
Herod the Great by Mariamne I. 
She was married to Herod (Jos. Ant. 
XVIII. v. 4), son of Herod the Great 
by Mariamne II., and had a daughter 
Salome who was married to Philip 
the tetrarch. Since Mk., followed 
by Mt., says that Herodias, not her 
daughter, was married to Philip (so 
Just. Dtal. 49, dpxovpévns tis 
e€adeAgpijs aidrot rod Hpdédov), it 
is often assumed that there were two 
Philips, half brothers. While this 
is not impossible, seeing that two 
were named Antipas and Antipater, 
error was easy, owing to the com- 
plicated intermarriages of Herod’s 
large family. For xparety ‘to arrest’ 
ef. xxvi. 48, Jud. xvi. 21. 
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4. eAeyev ydp xrA.] The imperf. 
perhaps implies a repeated rebuke. 
The marriage was legally impossible, 
because both Herodias was married 
and Antipas, the latter to the 
daughter of Aretas, king of Petraea. 
When the daughter of Aretas reported 
the matter to her father, he made 
war upon Antipas and severely 
defeated him (Jos. Ant. XvItt. v. 1). 
See Add. note. 

5. kat OéAwv «rtArA.] This is 
at variance with Mk.’s account: 
‘Herodias set herself against him, 
and wanted to kill him, and could 
not ; for Herod feared John, knowing 
him to be a righteous and holy man, 
and protected him, and when he 
heard him was much perplexed, and 
used to enjoy hearing him.’ Swete 
compares the attitude of Ahab and 
Jezebel towards Elijah. If Herod 
wanted to kill John, AvrnGeis (v. 9) 
is inexplicable. But Mk., on the 
other hand, is at variance with 
Jos. Ant. Xvitl. v. 2: Antipas ‘fear- 
ing lest the extent to which he had 
gained the confidence of the people 
might lead him to some rebellion 

. thought it much better to 
anticipate any mischief he might 
cause, by putting him to death... . 
So owing to Herod’s suspicion, he 
was sent as a prisoner to Machaerus 

. . and there killed” If Herod 
did not wish to kill him for rebuking 
his immorality, he would hardly 
fear political danger from his preach- 
ing repentance to the people ; danger 
would rather arise from executing a 
popular prophet, as Mt. suggests ; 
and cf, xxi. 26. 


6. yeverious xtA.] ‘When the 


birthday celebrations took place,’ a 
combination of Mk.’s temporal dat. 
T. yeveriows and yevouerns pépas, 
producing the appearance ,of a Lat. 
ablat. absol. (Wellh.). For the adj. 
cf. Jos, Ant. XII. iv. 7, éoprdfovres 
THY yevervov Huépayv; it occurs in 
Alciphr., Dio Cass. and Fayim 
papyri. In class. Gk. ra, yeverwa is 
used of a day of memorial for the 
dead (cf. Herod. iv. 26), birthday 
celebrations being 7. yeveOAra (see 
Wetstein). In Ab. Zara toa the 
word is hebraized, and the meaning 
‘anniversary of the king’s accession’ 
adopted ; but this has no Gk. support. 
See Schiirer, HJP.1. ii. 26n. Mk. 
describes the celebrations as including 
‘a feast to his dignitaries, chiliarchs, 
and chief men of Galilee.’ 

epxycato KT.) Mk. has airas 
(AC minn. ¥& vet.vg.) or atrov 
(SBDLA) ris “Hp. If advrot is the 
true reading, either Herod’s daughter 
was named Herodias, or two traditions 
gave rise to a conflation ‘his — 
Herodias’ — daughter.’ Following 
Mt. and airys in Mk., many writers. 
assume that the dancer was Salome, 
Herodias’ daughter by her first 
marriage. (A daughter of Herod by 
Herodias could not have been more 
than two years old.) But it is at 
least surprising that, considering the 
status of dancing women in those 
days, a princess who was herself 
married, if not a widow (Philip died 
in A.D. 32, see Add. note), would have 
danced at court, even if she were 
young enough to be described (v. 11) 
as a Kopdovov (see Schiirer, HJP. 1. 
ii. 28n.). Lake (Hxpos., Nov. 1912) 
suggests that the confusion may have 
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arisen through an ambiguous use of 
the word vais, and that the original 
tradition spoke of a slave-girl of 
either Herod or Herodias. kal 
nperev TH ‘Hp, Herod could enjoy 
in one mood the sort of dancing 
which found favour in his day (see 
Wetstein), and in another the preach- 
ing of the Baptist. 

7. 60ev xtA.] Mk. adds ‘to the 
half of my kingdom’; cf. Est. v. 3, 
vii. 2. For duodoyety ‘ promise’ cf. 
Ac, vii. 17, Jer. li. [xliv.] 25. 

8.7 b€ Krr.] 
the girl went out, consulted with her 
mother, and returned to the banquet- 
inghall. Mt. byadding &d¢, similarly 
implies that the prison was close by ; 
and the dishes on the table probably 
suggested the coarse irony of émi 
mivaxt. Herod had chosen the site for 
the town of Machaerus ‘ because it lay 
so near to Arabia,’ and had built a 
fortress and palace on the top of a 
neighbouring hill (Jos. BJ. vit. vi. 2). 
Lake (op. cit.) thinks that Herod 
would be unlikely to hold ‘great 
festivities in a frontier town partly 
tributary to his outraged father-in- 
law’; and Wieseler places the 
banquet at Julias, Fritzsche at 
Tiberias; but if Herod was at war 
with Aretas, it is not unnatural that 
he should have occupied the strong 
border town with troops, and held 
the banquet there because it was 
close to the scene of operations. 
Mk.’s tradition contains nothing 
which suggests Machaerus; the 
mporo. THS TadtAetas rather sug- 
gests some place in Galilee. But 
Lk., who locates John’s activity in 
Taga 7 Tepixwpos Tov “lopsdvouv 


Mk. relates that 


’ fear of men. 
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kal dAvmnbels 6 Baciredls bua 


(iii. 3), and relates his imprisonment 
in connexion with it (ili. 19 f.), seems 
to imply that both were in Peraea, 
so that Machaerus could be the place 
of imprisonment. mpoPiBdfewv, in 
class. Gk. ‘lead forward, hence 
metaph. ‘bring to the point, ‘in- 
duce’; in the Lxx. ‘ give instructions’ 
Ex. xxxv. 34 (Mi), ‘repeat [for 
instruction]’ Dt. vi. 7 (WY). It is 
a v.l. for cvveBiBacav (Ac. xix. 33). 
The meaning here is clearly ‘in- 
structed, not ‘being put forward’ 
(R.V.), nor ‘being before instructed’ 
(A.V. and earlier Engl. verss.). rivaf 
(Vg. discus), originally a wooden board ; 
hence a writing tablet (cf. ruvaxiduov, 
Lk. i. 63, Sym. Ez. ix. 2), or any 
flat plate; A.V., R.V. ‘charger’ (as 
in Num. vii. 13 etc. Ezr. i. 9); see 
HDB. 8.v. 

9. kal AvrnGeis ktr.] ‘Although 
grieved.’ Mk. wepiAvros yevopevos. 
See on v. 5. For the plur. dpxovs 
of the words of an oath cf. Num. v. 
21 (AF), 2 Mac. iv. 34, vii. 24. To 
keep a rash oath may be worse than 
to break it (Orig., see ZNW., 1911, 
288).. The keeping of oaths would 
not be a strong point in one whom 
the Lord called ‘that fox’ (Lk. xiii. 
32); he kept this one only from 
On another. occasion 
his weak compliance with Herodias’ 
wishes led to his ruin (Jos. Ant. XVIII. 
vii. 2). That he feared his guests 
suggests that they, as well as Herodias, 
were hostile to the Baptist (cf. xvii. 
12), fearing that his influence with 
Herod might be injurious to their 
national hopes, since many Jews hated 
the Herodian rule. See JTAS., 1900, 
520-7. On xedevew with the pass. 
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see Blass, § 69. 8: The vb. is con- 
fined to Mt. (7) and Lk. (Ev.', Ac.**). 

10, kal méuwas xTA.] An ab- 
breviation of Mk.’s account of the 
sending of the executioner who 
beheaded John. Mt.’s darexefadwev 
means ‘ caused to be beheaded.’ The 
execution without trial was, like the 
marriage of Herodias, a violation of 
Jewish law, which, moreover, did not 
sanction the practice of beheading, 
though it was a Roman and Greek 
custom. On legends regarding the 
Baptist’s head, and the festivals of 
the Decollatio and Inventio capitis, see 
Swete, and art. ‘John the Baptist’ 
in DCAnt. 

Il. Kal nvexOn xtX.] Mk. has 
Hveyxev and édwev of the executioner. 
For kopdovov of a young marriageable 
woman cf. Est. ii. 2 etc., Tob. vi. 12 
etc. ; it is a late word ; Lob. Phryn. 
74f. Schiirer (AJP. 1. ii. 28n.), 


Kal mpocedOovtes of padn- 12 


who assumes that she was Salome, 
accepts a calculation by which she 
was 18 years old, and still un- 
married. 

12. Kat tpooeAOovres KTA.] John’s 
disciples (see on ix. 14) may have 
been waiting in the neighbourhood 
to hear his fate. Access to the 
prison was not difficult (cf. xi. 2), and 
the news no doubt reached them im- 
mediately (Mk. dxovoavres). Special 
permission, as in the case of Jesus, 
was probably given for the burial. 
mrTopa, cadaver, is used of a human 
body after a violent death, tortured 
(Mk. xv. 45), or wounded in battle 
(Apoc. xi. 8 f., Ps. cix. [ex.] 6, Ez. vi. 
5 (a)), or lying exposed (Mt. xxiv. 
28). avrdv, as in Mk. lc. and vi. 
29 (&), reverently draws the attention 
from the corpse to the person. The 
last clause kal éX@dvres is added by 
Mt. ; see next verse. 


Additional Note on the Chronology of the Baptist’s Death. 


Prof, Kirsopp Lake (Ezpos., Nov. 1912) makes some interesting sugges- 
tions on this subject. According to Lk. iii. 1 the Baptist began his work in 
the 15th year of Tiberius, 7.¢. a.D. 28-9. Ifthe Lord’s baptism and ministry 
followed very soon afterwards, and if ‘about thirty’ (Lk. iii. 23) means 
‘thirty-two,’ the data in Lk. iii. can nearly be stretched to agree with Mt. 
ii. 19, 22, in which the flight into Egypt, and therefore the Lord’s birth, 
is dated just before the death of Herod the Great, ie. 4 Bc. But they do 
not agree with Lk. ii. 1 f.; and Prof. Ramsay, justifying S. Luke regarding 

-the census in the time of Quirinius, insists that the birth of Jesus must 
have been in 9-8 B.c. (see Hapos., Nov., Dec. 1912). But Prof. Lake is led 
to place the whole chronology much later. The following are his main 
points: (a) Jos, (Ant. xvitt. iv. 6) relates the death of Herod the tetrarch 
of Trachonitis in the 20th year of Tiberius, 7.¢ A.D. 33 or 35, and says 
(v. 1) that ‘at this time’ hostilities began between Aretas and Antipas, in 
consequence of the latter’s intrigue with Herodias. Aretas severely defeated 
him. Herod complained to Tiberius, who sent Vitellius to punish Aretas, 
but while the expedition was on its way Tiberius died. This was in 37, 
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and Aretas’ war was therefore in 36. Prof. Lake argues, perhaps with over- 
confidence, that it is contrary both to political and psychological probability 
that there should be a delay of eight years, as Schiirer supposes, between the 
insult to Aretas’ daughter and the war. Herod, therefore, married Herodias 
in 34-5, and the Baptist’s death was at the same time. If, then, Jesus 
died later than John, the Crucifixion cannot have been earlier than 35. (6) 
Pilate severely crushed a rising in Samaria. The Samaritans appealed to 
Vitellius, who, having held an inquiry, sent Pilate to Rome to answer to 
the Emperor. But before he reached Rome he heard of the death of 
Tiberius. Since Gaius was proclaimed emperor in succession to Tiberius 
‘ on March 18, a.D. 37, Pilate’s rule in Palestine ceased between the Passovers 
of 36 and 37. ‘Therefore the Crucifiaion cannot have been later than 36. 
(c) Mt. and Jo. mention Caiaphas as the high-priest at the time of the 
Crucifixion. He was removed by Vitellius in favour of Jonathan, who, in 
turn, was removed in favour of Theophilus—the latter just after the Pass- 
over of 37. Jonathan was, therefore, high-priest of the year. 36, and 
cannot have been appointed before the Passover of that year. Therefore 
the last Passover of Caiaphas as high-priest was in 36. (d) The chronology 
of S. Paul’s life causes difficulty. If, as is probable, S. Paul was in Corinth 
in 50, the shortest possible chronology places the Council of Jerusalem in 
48.. And even if that is to be identified with the conference related in 
Gal. ii., and parts of years are reckoned as whole years, the ‘fourteen years’ 
of Gal. ii. 1 puts back S. Paul’s conversion at least to 35, if not to 33. 
The Crucifixion could not, then, have been later than 32. But if 
AIATAETON (81a Sexaterodpwv érov) be read ALAAETON (8:6 reoodpwv 
érov), with the omission of a single t, the fourteen years, whose history is 
a complete blank, are reduced to four, and the Crucifimion can in that case 
be dated 76. To this may be added the fact that the Jews lost the power of 
capital punishment in 30. 

Wellhausen altogether rejects Mk.’s account ‘of the Baptist, and 
thinks that his death took place long before Herod’s marriage with 
Herodias. But though Mk.’s account presents some difficulties in details, 
as the notes have shewn, they do not justify its complete rejection, especially 
as Josephus so far supports the Marcan account that he says that the 
people thought Herod’s defeat by Aretas to be a divine punishment 
for his treatment of John, which implies that John died just before 
the war. , 

Prof. Lake thinks, though he leaves the matter to experts, that the 
astronomical conditions affecting the 14th of Nisan as the date of the 
Crucifixion hold good for a.p. 36 at least as well as for A.D. 29. - 

This theory has certain advantages: e.g. Lk. ii. 1 f. need not be explained 
by a probable, or improbable, census in 9-8 B.c., but refers to the well- 
known census (cf. Ac. v. 37) in A.D. 6, and Ramsay’s elaborate justification 
of Lk. is unnecessary. Herod’s orparedyara in Lk. xxiii. 11 receive an 
explanation ; he had his troops all ready in arms in view of the war which 
he was waging with Aretas. Above all, if the Lord’s ministry was not at 
an end before the Baptist’s death, the accuracy of the Gospels in the light 
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of Josephus is, sin that respect, vindicated, and the genuineness of the 
important words in Mk. ix. 13 (Mt. xvii. 12) is unimpaired. 

On the other hand it necessitates the rejection of the dates in Lk. iii. 1, 
excepts as regards Herod and Philip; also of the date, in Mt. ii, 19-23, of 
the return from Egypt, apart from which passage ‘ Herod,’ both in Mt. i, ii., 
and in Lk. i. 5, might refer to Herod Antipas, whom Mf. and Mk. both 


call BaciAeds (see on v. 1 above). 


_ The chronology of the Gospels is a complicated, perhaps insoluble, 
problem. - But the above considerations, which both solve and raise difficulties, 
ought to be weighed in all future discussions. 


13-21. (Mk. yi. 30-44, Lk. ix. 
. 10-17, Jo. vi. 1-14.) THE Frepine 
OF THE Five THOUSAND. 

13. axotvoas d€ ktA.] The Lord 
departed when the Baptist’s disciples 
had told (daryjyyevAav) Him of their 
master’s fate (v. 12). In Mk., Lk. 
the occasion is the return of the 
Twelve (which Mt. nowhere records ; 
see xi. 1) from their mission, when 
they told (drijyyerAav) Him all that 
they had done and taught. His 
subsequent movements were for the 
purpose of avoiding the territory of 
Antipas (see on v. 22, xv. 21, 29), 
and Mt. may have known a tradition 
that that motive influenced Him 
now, and combined it with Mk. by 
using his dmjyyeAav as a link. 
There was, in that case, a double 
motive for retirement, and the events 
of vv. 3-12 are supposed by Mt. to 
have occurred only a few days 
before those of wv. 1, 2, 13 ff. But 
his use of Mk.’s dryjyyetAav has the 
appearance of a merely artificial link 
between the Lord’s retirement and 
the narrative just related. Lk. per- 
haps connected the Lord’s retirement 
with his statement (v. 9) that Herod 
‘sought to see Him’; cf. Lk. xiii. 31. 

avexopnoev xtA.] Not by Him- 


- self, for the disciples are present in 


eeta5 ma ClaexV E39, eXVie Gh3).e eM 
arnjrOov. Lk. rapadaBav avrods 
brexopnoev. Since His visit to 
Nazareth (xiii. 54) He must have 
returned to the lake. For ‘to a 
deserted place’ (Mt., Mk.) Lk. has 
‘to a city called Bethsaida’ with no 
mention of the boat, as though 
relating a walk round the shore. See 
on v. 22. On dvaywpeiv see ii, 12. 
kat axkovoavtes KTX.] Lk. of 8€ 
dxdou yvovtes. Mk. has a double 
statement, kal elSov ... Kal ézé- 
yvwray avtovs, which looks like a 
later conflation. Mk. alone adds 
that the people arrived at the landing- 
place first. e(j (Mt., Mk.) occurs 
in 2 Regn. xv. 17 =1°2973, where, as 
here, there is a vl. mefoi (Vg. 
pedestres), the plur. adj. frequent 
in the Lxx. and class. Gk. for ‘ foot- 
soldiers. ame(y ‘on foot’ occurs in 
Homer, but both zefoi and ze(y 
(se. 680) in class, Gk. can denote ‘on 
land’ as distinct from ‘on sea’; so 
Ssin in Mk.; cf. we(evew (Ac. xx. 
13). 
: 4. Kat LeAOdy xrr.]_ For efed- 
Geiv ‘disembark’ (=eéxPatvev) cf. 
Mk. v. 2; it need not be considered 
‘an impossible reference to the 


214 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW [XIV. 14 


yvicOn én’ avrois Kat eOepdmevoey TOUS AppOaTOUS aUTOV. 
15’Ovpias 8é ryevopevns mpoo hav avT@ of wabntal RéyovTes 


"Epnuds éotw 6 Toros 


amodvaoy Tovs dydovsS, 


’ , @ a y, 
16 ayopdowow éavtois Bpwmara. 
Ov ypeiav exovow arredOeiv: 
Ovk 


€ 
0 O€ Eel7rev 


170k 8é A€yovsw avT@ 
4 
18 dptovs Kal dvo tyOvas. 
\ df \ bY 
I9Kal KEedNevTas TOUS OXOUS 


€pnpos Toros’ (Holtzm.), as though it 
meant ‘emerge (from privacy). After 
adtois Mt. omits ‘ because they were 
as sheep not having a shepherd’ 
(Mk.) which he inserts.in ix. 36; 
and he relates healing instead of 
‘and He began to teach them many 
things’ (Lk. ‘He spoke to them con- 
cerning the kingdom of God’); cf. 
xix. 2, xxi. 14f For other general 
statements of healing cf. iv. 23. 

15. dyias xtX.] For Mk.’s un- 
common spas moAAns yevopevys. 
Lk. 4 5 nuepa jpgato KAivewy (cf. 
Lk. xxiv. 29). Sunset at the Passover 
season (see v.19 ; cf. Jo, vi. 4) would be 
at about 6 P.M. 1 dpa mrapnAer, 
‘the hour (usual for the evening 
meal) has passed.’ Mk.’s dpa roAAH 
is again. avoided. Mk.’s aypovs 
‘hamlets’ (cf. Mk. vi. 56) is omitted, 
as in viii. 33. Ppdpmara: Mk. ti 
géywouw, Lk. émuoiticpdv. The 
plur. perhaps expresses the different 
kinds of food which the several 
members of the crowd would procure ; 
ef. Lk. v. 13, Mk. vii. 19. Lk. adds 
kataAtocwow: many of them were 
several miles from home. 

16. 6 8€*Incots krA.] Mt. alone 
gives the first clause of the reply ; 
it corresponds with amreAOdvres, v. 
15. Lk. shews the emphasis on 
tueis more clearly by placing it 
after gayeitv. With the command 
ef. 2 Kings iv. 42; other similar 
details are the surprised question of 
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avakMOnvar émt 
Elisha’s servant, and the multiplying 
of the food so that some of it was 
left. Jesus may well have had the 
O.T. story in mind. 

17. ovk é€xomev KTA.] In Mk. 
‘five and two fishes’ is the answer 
to ‘how many loaves have ye? Go 
see” Mt. Lk. omit the Lord’s 
question (see on villi. 29); but Mt. 
records it in xv. 34. - He also omits, 
as derogatory to the disciples, their 
question, not untinged with sarcasm, 
‘are we to go and buy 200 denarii 
of bread and give to them to eat?’ 
For the omission of the 200 cf. v. 19, 
32, ekxVi- 9: #.On OK he pieeer 
py cf. xii. 24. The disciples needed 
the advice édv oAiyov cou irdpyn, 
kata 7d dXdiyov pa poBov srovetv 
éXenpootyynv (Tob. iv. 8, and cf. 2 
Cor. viii. 12). Bread, with fish as a 
relish, was the ordinary food of the 
poor of the district; cf. vii. 9 f., 
Jo. xxi. 9 f., 13. 

18. épere xTA.] Cf. xvii. 17. 
The verse, which is peculiar to Mt., 
adds the note of authority. Like 
the woman of Zarephath (1 Kings 
xvii. 15), the disciples gave their 
small supply. 

19. kat kehetoas kTA.] The men- 
tion of grass shews that the ¢onpuos 
Toros was not sandy desert (see iii. 
1), and. perhaps ‘green grass’ (Mk.) 
that the season was spring (cf. Jo. 
vi. 4); see p. xiii. Mt. omits Mk’s 
vivid description of the separate 
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parties of diners (cvprdowa cvprd- 
ova), in fixed numbers (kata éxardv 
kal Kata jevTnKovTa), arranged like 
vegetable beds (rpacwai mpacrai). 

AaBdv krA.] Identical with Mk. 
to evAdynoev. See Swete, who 
refers to the use of the words in 
ancient liturgies. The Lord looked 
up to Heaven (cf. Mk. vii. 34) to 
speak to His Father; when He 
‘blessed,’ He blessed His Father. 
The Jewish form of thanksgiving 
was itself a evAoyia; see on xxvi. 
26. Abbreviating MK.’s account, Mt. 
omits tovs dprovs after xAdoas, 
making the fraction (as in Lk.) 
refer to both loaves and fishes. The 
loaves could easily be broken; they 
were thin flat cakes ; see E. Robinson, 
Bibl, Res: ii. $2, 117 £., 210. 

20. kal jpav «tXr.] The xAd- 
opata are probably the pieces into 
which the Lord broke the food, not 
pieces left on the ground by the 
‘crowd. The subject of qpav (Mt., 
Mk.) should grammatically be ravres, 
but it is rather the Twelve; cf. xvi. 
9, Jo. vi. 12 f. 8 Kodivous rArpets, 
‘to the amount of 12 full baskets,’ 
in apposition with 7d mepurcevov 
(similarly Lk.); cf. Num. xxii. 18, 
Jud. vi. 38. Mk. KAdopata 4. 
Kopivwv tAnpwpara (cf. Eccl. iv. 6). 


ot S€ éolovTes joav avdpes 21 


The synn. do not state that baskets 
were actually employed; a kédtvos 
was a stout wicker basket used mostly 
for agricultural purposes which the 
Twelve would hardly carry with 
them; but the word was employed 
to denote a measure, containing three 
x6es (Hesych.), and, though not 
universally. known as such, could at 
least indicate roughly the amount of 
the kAdcpara. That it was probably 
not equivalent. to rypa (‘wallet’) is 
shewn by Jud. vi. 19, Ps Ixxx. 
(ix | 97,6 Ada Gene xi tO (xx. 
kavovv), Lk. xiii. 8 (D L) Kdduvov 
korpiwy, and the passages in non- 
bibl. Gk. cited by Hort (see JThAS., 
July 1909); and cf. cophinus, Juv. 
ili. 14, vi. 542. Hort thinks it is 
rather equivalent to the kapraA(A)os 
in which Jews carried first-fruits to 
Jerusalem. 

21. of d€ éoOiovres KTA.] ‘The 
eaters’; see on iv. 3. Mk. of da- 
yovres TOUS aprovs. Mt. heightens, 
if possible, the wonder, by adding 
the women and children ; ywpis does 
not, of course, mean that they were 
not. present (cf. Orig. in Mt. tom. 
xi. 3). The arrangement of the 
people by hundreds and fifties 
(Mk.) would facilitate the numbering. 
Lk. omits the verse. 


Additional Note on the Feeding of the Five Thousand. 


1. It is the only miracle related in all the four gospela. The 4th 
Evangelist no doubt recorded it because of the spiritual meaning which it 
contained. But it is noteworthy that of the details in which he differs from 
_ the others, there is not one that would surprise us if it stood in the synoptic 
accounts. ‘This He said testing him, for He himself knew what He would 
do’ is due to his reflexion, but the fact obviously underlies the command in 
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the synoptists ‘Give ye them to eat.’ There is nothing in his narrative that 
appears to be ‘ written up’ to yield spiritual or mystical meaning. If the 
writer was not the apostle John, the tradition may well have been handed 
down from 8. Philip or S. Andrew. 

2. In the feeding of the 5000, and of the 4000 (Mt. xv. 36, Mk. viii. 6), 
and in the meal at Emmaus (Lk. xxiv. 30), the central act is described in 
words which recall the Eucharistic act at the Last Supper (Mt. xxvi. 26, Mk. 
xiv. 22, Lk. xxii. 19, 1 Cor. xi. 24) :— 


5000. 4000. Emmaus. Eucharist. 
AaBay [Jo. Aa Ber]. | | haBev [Mk. Na Bev]. AaBav. haBwv [1 Cor. @aBevr]. 
eddoynoev [Jo. ev- | evxapiorioas. evAbynoev. evrAoynoas [Lk., 1 Cor. 
XaproThoas |. evxapioThoas |. 
kA\doas (Mk., Lk. xa- | &xAacev. kAdoas. &xdacev, 
réxdacev. JO. ON. | 
Zdwxev [Mk., Lk. €6/- | edidou. émedidou. dovs [Mk., Lk. 25wxev. 
dov. Jo. diddwxev }. 1 Cor. om.]. 


The conclusion can hardly be avoided that in all the meals the evangelists 
realized that there had been a Eucharistic act, and expressed it in their 
wording. To the multitudes by the lake, to the Twelve on the night before 
His death, and to disciples at’ every. Eucharistic feast from then till now, He 
gives a foretaste of the Feast in the Messianic Kingdom (cf. Mt. xxvi. 29). 
And the truth implied in the wording of the narratives is drawn out 
explicitly in Jo. vi. 26-58. The fundamental importance of the incident 
from this point of view is unaffected by the problem of ‘ miracle.’ 

3. Various suggestions have been made which eliminate the ‘miraculous’ : 
—eg. Jesus having hospitably given the small supply of food which He and 
the disciples had with them, those in the crowd who had brought food followed 
His example and shared it with others (Paulus, Hwxeg. Handb. ii. 205 ff.). 
The crowd really ate food provided by the forethought of Jesus; but: the 
spiritual food offered in His discourses, which He compared with the physical 
food afforded by the manna, was converted in tradition into a miraculous 
feeding of a multitude (Schenkel, Sketch of Character of Jesus, 375 f.). Keim 
(Jesus of Naz. iv. 197 ff.) assents, if a historical kernel is needed, to the 
explanation of Paulus, but thinks that the story is rather legendary, built on 
such stories as those of the manna and of Elisha’s miracle. Strauss (Leben 
Jesu, ii. 215 ff.) holds that it arose from a metaphorical utterance of Jesus, 
analogous to those in Mk. viii. 15 (Mt. xvi. 6), Lk. xii. 1, together with 
legendary elements, and reminiscences of the O.T. Olshausen (Comm. ad 
loc.) explains the multiplying of the bread as a natural, but accelerated, 
process of growth. Wellhausen (Das Ev. Marci, ad loc.) echoes Paulus: the 
number 5000 has been greatly exaggerated in tradition, and Jesus and the 
disciples shared their food with the people, shewing that He cared for their 
bodies as well as for their souls. J. Weiss (Schriften d. N.T. on Mk.) thinks 
that the story is the evangelists’ method of relating that Jesus gave, in 
a hidden, parabolic form, a prediction of His own death. Schweitzer 
(Quest 374) believes that in administering an ‘eschatological sacrament’ 
Jesus gave a minute portion of food to every one. ‘The whole is historical 
except the closing remark that they were all filled’ With this sentence | 
Sanday (Bishop Gore’s Challenge to Criticism, 25) agrees, thinking that the 
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closing remark comes from the stories of eee and Elisha, especially 
2 Kings iv. 42 ff. 

_ But none of these explanations accounts for the enthusiasm implied in 
v.22 (Mk. v. 45), and related in Jo. vi. 14 f. It may have been due only to 
the Lord’s preaching, and a ‘natural’ occurrence may have become ‘ miraculous’ 
in Christian tradition. But modern thought is learning not to reject records 
of miracles simply because they are miracles; their possibility must, in each 
several case, be judged in relation to the paradox of a transcendent God 


working immanently, and to the mystery of the Incarnation. 


22-33. (Mk. vi. 45-52, Jo. vi. 
15-21.) THe WALKING ON THE 
WATER. 

22, kal nvayKacev KTA.] Neither 
Mt. nor Mk. explains the reason for 
this. Mk.’s favourite ed6vs probably 
has no special force, and jvaykacev 
(so Mk.; elsewhere in the Gospels 
Lk. xiv. 23 only) may be stronger 
than the original word; cf. % vet 
‘commanded them,’ and in Lk. lc. 
‘make, or cause them.’ But at any 
rate Jesus found it necessary to make 
the disciples leave Him; without 
them, for some reason, He could 
more easily persuade the crowds to 
disperse. The only reason that 
suggests itself is that their enthusiasm 
had been raised, and the presence of 
the disciples would increase rather 
than allay it. In Jo. it is related 
that the crowds wanted to make Him 
King ; so He departed alone into the 
hills, and the disciples embarked. 

kal rpodyew kTXr.] The geography 
in Mt. is vague: the Lord departed 
by boat to a deserted place (v. 13); 
the disciples were now told to sail 
‘to the other side,’ which sounds like 
a return to the western shore; they 
were hindered by a contrary wind 
(v. 24); but when it ceased, they 
crossed to the land of Gennesaret, 
which was on the western shore 
(v. 34), But since they had that very 
day left the dominion of Antipas, 


See p. xiv. f. 


Jesus would hardly bid them return 
to it. According to Lk. ix. 10 they 
first ‘withdrew (not ‘sailed’) to a 
city called Bethsaida.’ The following 
narrative requires this to be ex- 
plained, very improbably, as ‘a 
desert place near Bethsaida.’ But in 
Mk. the Lord bids them precede Him 
‘to the other side’ (as in Mt.), but 
with the addition ‘to Bethsaida.’ 
In spite of Jo. xii. 21, it is im- 
probable that there were two 
Bethsaidas (see on xi, 21). If Lk. 
is correct, and if Bethsaida is B. 
Julias on the N.E. of the lake, the 
accounts must be harmonized by 
supposing that ~the ‘desert place’ 
was close to B., but separated from 
it by a bay, across which (eis 7d 
mépav) the disciples were to sail, 
and they would think that He in- 


.tended to walk round the shore; 


but the contrary wind drove them 
back to Gennesaret (Capharnaum, 
Jo.). Otherwise the mention of 
Bethsaida is incorrect in either Mk. 
or Lk. Stanton (Gospels, ii. 157) 
suggests that a reviser of Mk. trans- 
ferred rpds Bn Oc. from the preceding 
narrative, where, according to Lk., it 
should stand. But this does not 
explain why Jesus should have sent 
the disciples straight back to the 
dominion of Antipas. If Lk. is 
incorrect, the ‘desert place’ may 
have been any spot on the eastern 
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shore from which a sail to B. Julias 
could be described. as a ‘ crossing,’ 
éws o0 xTA.] This, like the 
Aram. 7 ‘WW, is virtually ‘while’ 
(Blass, § 65. 10); cf. xxvi. 36. Else- 
where in Mt. it is strictly ‘until.’ 
23. kal dmodvcas xKTXr.] The 
‘mountain’ was probably not a 
single height, but the high wolds 
overlooking the lake. The Lord 
had had more than one conflict with 
the religious authorities (xii. 1-14, 
22 ff.), and had now been obliged to 
avoid both the civil authorities and 
danger from the enthusiasm of the 
crowds. He needed prayer for 
strength and guidance. Only at 
this crisis and in Gethsemane do Mt., 
Mk. record that He prayed; but if 
He did it twice, He did it often, as 
LK: relates (iii. 21, v. 16, vi. 12, ix. 
18, 28 f., xi. I, xxii. 41, 44). See 
also Mt. xi. 25 f., xiv. 19, xv. 36, xix. 
13, XXVi. 27, xxvii. 46, Mk. ix. 29, 
IWS So-chb, Spe o-onbe. Yb 7G, leon ve, Y/ 
éwias xtX.] The early hours of 
the night; cf. Judith xiii. 1. Jo. 
cKotia non éyeydver. Mt. adopts 
Mk.’s expression, though he has 
already used it of an earlier hour in 
v. 15. But he can hardly have 
thought of the Heb. term ‘the two 
evenings,’ which some Jews explained 
(Pesach. 61 a) as the time when the 
sun’s heat’ begins to decrease, and 
sunset. On the Jewish and Christian 
hours of prayer see ZNW, 1911, 
90 ff. 


24. 7d 8€ wAoiov KrX.] - The v1. 
(see Appar.) correspond with Mk. jv 

. é€v pew T. O. (see Blass, § 40. 8). 
Jo. vi. 19 Says ‘about 25 or 30 stades.’ 
The ordduov (plur. usually ord6:01) 
was about 194 yards, less than a ‘ fur- 
long’ (all Engl. verss.). According to 
Jos. BJ. 111. x. 7, the lake was 40 


‘stades in breadth, nearly 44 miles. 


Mk.’s statement, omitted by Mt., that 
Jesus saw them in their distress, is 
not necessarily a legendary detail 
(Montef.); if a bright moon was 
shining, the tossing boat might be 
visible from a hill at a distance of 2 
to 3 miles In Mk. Bacavifopevous 
refers to the disciples; here it is 
picturesquely used of the boat. — 

25. tTetdpty KTXr.] Between 3 
and 6 A.M.; more precise than Mk.’s 
‘about the 4th watch.’ The Romans 
reckoned four watches (described in 
Mk. xiii. 35; cf. Ac. xii. 4), the Jews 
three (Lk. xii. 38, Jud. vii. 19). For 
pvAaky in this sense cf. also 1 Regn. 
xi. Tt; Psolxxxix: [fixe 24.5 exciae 
[cxxx.] 6, Lam. ii. 19, 

“wepitatav KTA.] * Walking over 
the lake’ (acc.); but in the next 
verse they saw Him ‘walking on 
the lake’ (gen.). The acc. expresses 
motion (cf. v. 28 f.), a construction 
found in Hom. and Hesiod, but also 
in Eur. Mk., Jo. have only the 
gen., which can also mean ‘by, on 
the edge of, the sea,’ as in Jo. xxi. 1; 
ef. Ex. xiv. 2, otparoredetvorers él 
THS Gadrdoons (=mapa tHv Odrac- 
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cay, v. 9); and zepirareiy is strictly 
‘walk about, not ‘walk forward’ 
(Abbot, Joh. Gr. 2342); cf., however, 
v. 29. It has been suggested that 
Mk., Jo. relate only that Jesus was 
on the beach,-and that Mt., who 
received the tradition in a different 
form, expressed this by the change 
of preposition. The Johannine 
account ean, without reference to 
the others, be so interpreted. But 
in Mk., if Jesus was ‘walking about 
by the lake,’ it is difficult to give a 
meaning to €pyeras pds advrovs, and 
to the amazement (v. 51) of the 
disciples, unless that refers only to 
the cessation of the wind. Mk. adds 
kal OcArev rapeAOeiv avtovs. Mt. 
perhaps avoided the implication that 
Jesus tried, but was unable (cf. xv. 21). 

26. iddvres 8€ xrX.] For darv- 
tacpoa cf. Job xx. 8 (A), Wisd. xvii. 


eVOds dé 27 
Oapceite, éyd etus pur) 


15, and with another meaning Is. 
xxviii. 7 (A). havraciar, Wisd. xviii. 
17. ‘See also arvetya, Lk. xxiv. 37, 
Job iv. 15 f. Perhaps the original 
word was NT'Y (so & vet), ‘a demon.’ 
Cf. the saying ascribed to Jesus after 
the Resurrection by Ign. (Smyrn. iii. 
2): AdBere, YnAadhioarée pe, Kal 
idere Ore ovK eipi Satudviov dodpa- 
tov. On dd 7. PdoBov see xiii. 44. 

27. evOvs kTA.] Mk.’s per’ adrois 
does not imply mutual conversation ; . 
ef. Apoc. i. 12, iv. 1, ete. eyo etpe 
(Chexxva, 22.25, Mk. xill.—O;, xiv. 
62), ‘I am—the object which you 
see,’ or, in other passages, ‘ the person 
of whom you are speaking or think- 
ing’; cf. atdrés eorw (xxvi. 48). It 
is the converse of the Engl. idiom ‘It 
is I? which makes ‘I’ the predicate. 
The expression is peculiar to the 
Gospels. 


Additional Note on the Walking on the Water. 


The evident purpose of Mt. and Mk., not apparently of Jo., is to relate 
something which indicated superhuman powers on the part of the Lord, 
powers ascribed to God (Job xxxviii. 16) and to Wisdom (Sir. xxiv. 5, ev 
Baba aBicowv mrepierarnoa). And the closing remarks in the previous 
Add. note apply to this, as to all miracles. Lk. possibly omitted the incident 
because it might seem to his readers analogous to pagan stories, ¢g. Hom. 

Od. v. 54, Virg. Aen. i. 147. Some see in the story merely a symbolical 
‘expression of spiritual truth; eg. that the early Christians used to say, in 
the metaphorical language of the Heb. scriptures, that’ Christ could save 
them even amid the stormy waters of trouble; or that the departure and 
reappearance of Christ symbolized His departure by death and return by 
Resurrection. It has also been suggested that an actual post-Resurrection 
appearance was transferred to an earlier point. Rationalizing explanations 
have: been widely adopted: ¢g. Jesus walked by the shore of the lake, and 
hoped to pass the disciples unobserved (Mk.), in order that they might find 
Him waiting for them on their arrival. But they caught sight of Him, 
though He was too far off for recognition, and, not realizing in the early 
twilight how near they were to the shore, were startled at seeing a 
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human form. Reassured by His voice, they came to land and took Him 
into the boat for the short distance of the passage that remained. Paulus 
-suggests that Jesus walked through shallow water to the boat [an action to 
which fishermen are daily accustomed], and was thought by the disciples to 


have walked on the surface ! 


28-31. (Mt. only.) 
THE WATER. 

28. daroxpiWeis xtX.] . On the 
prominence given to S. Peter in Mt. 
see x. 2. A strong point in favour 
of the story is its faithful reflexion 
of the apostles character. But to 
those who doubt its historicity, it 
can be freely admitted that the facts 
related are of much less importance 
than their spiritual significance. They 
are an acted parable of his proud 
impulsiveness (xxVi. 33, 35), his fall 
and repentance (1d. 69-75), and his 
restoration (Lk. xxii. 31 f., xxiv. 34,Jo. 
xxi. 15 ff). Two details are echoes 
of the earlier story of the storm: 
KUpie, oOodv pe (cf. viii. 25), and 
dAuyomuore, eis Ti eictacas ; (26). 

30. Brerwv Krr.] Cf. Ex. xx. 
18 édpa... THv pwovyv, Apoc. i. 12 
Brérew tHY povnv. The addition of 
ioxupdv (see Appar.) was an obvious 
correction. «KatamovriferOar: cf. 
xviii. 6, Ex. xv. 4 (A); elsewhere it 
is metaph., ‘swallow up,’ ‘destroy.’ 


S. PetER on 


See Salmon, Human Element, 322-4. 


31. ed0éws KTA.] On 6Acydmrucre 
see vi. 30. For édiotacas (class) 
CL, KEVIN a 7. 

32. Kal dvaBdavrwy Ktr.] Mt. 
adapts Mk.’s adveBy (sc. Jesus) to in- 
clude S. Peter. 

33. of. d€ xrA.] Mk. says that 
they were greatly amazed, and him- 
self adds a censure on the apostles, 
‘for they did not understand about 
the loaves, but their heart was 
hardened.’ Mt. spares them (see on 
Viii. 26) by relating that they uttered 
a profession of faith far in advance 
of the woramds éotiv obros of Viii. 
27, and one which anticipates xvi. 16. 
Mk.’s censure, however, is possibly a 
later addition. On the aor. mpoo- 
extvnoav see Blass, § 57. 4. 

34-36. (Mk. vi. 53-56.) Huaine 
IN GENNESARET. 

34. kal Siamepdoavtes krr.] HAO. 
ért THY yhv, ‘they arrived at terra 
firma’ (% vet, ‘they went up to the 
dry land’), in contrast with their 
stormy passage. The form Gennesar 
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(D* [see Chase, Syr. Lat. Teat, 105]604 
[Greg. 700], 3, S) is probably more 
correct ; cf. 1 Mac. xi. 67, Jos. BJ. 11. 
RoeOy tix, 1, 72 see on! Mt, 11,723. 
7D°33 occurs in the Targums, 1D)*3 
chiefly in the Talmud. But it is not 
necessarily the true Gk. reading in the 
gospels; see Burkitt, Syr. Forms of 
_N.T. Proper Names, 15. It was a 
small triangular plain of great fer- 
tility, lying between Capharnaum and 
Tiberias, and sometimes gave its name 
to the lake (cf. Lk. v. 1, Jos. ll.c.), 

35. Kal emvyvovres xTX.] The 
Lord is not recorded to have visited 
the: place before, but some of the 
inhabitants must have seen Him in 
Capharnaum. For drécreAay Mk. 
has mepuédpapov: they did not ex- 
pect Him to stay long. mpoojveyxav 
is for Mk.’s jpéavro repipéperv : see 
on xiii. 54. Mk’s addition dzov 
Hkovov oT. éoriv, and his next verse, 
imply that Jesus visited several 
villages, cities, and hamlets in the 
neighbourhood. Mt. abbreviates this, 
as though He stayed in the same 
place all the time. 

36. Kal mapexaddAovy xTA.] On 
the verb see Vili. 5, and on kpdo7edov 
ix. 20. For diacd(fev of healing 
(Mk. éod(ovro) cf. Lk. vii. 3. 

xv, I-20, (Mk. vii. 1-23.) Dis- 
COURSE ON CLEAN AND UNCLEAN. 

It is possible that this was not 
the original position of the discourse ; 
Mt., Mk. have no note of place or 
time, while vv. 21 ff. form a natural 
sequel to ch. xiv.: Jesus had wished 


\ f 
Ava ti ot pabytrat cov2 


to avoid Herod’s dominion, and would 
leave it as soon as possible. The 
discourse was perhaps delivered in 
Judaea (cf. ch. xxiii), where the 
points at issue between the Rabbinic 
schools would be more likely to be 
brought up for discussion than in 
the north. It falls into three parts, 
addressed in turn to the Scribes and 
Pharisees (vv. 1-9), the people (v. 
10 f.), and the disciples (vv. 12-20). 


1-9. Teaching given to the Scribes 
and Pharisees. 

I. tote ktTA.] The unusual order 
Pharisees and Scribes is due to Mk., 
who writes kal ovvayovras mpods 
attov ot Papwator kal ties TOV 
ypappatéwy éeAOdvtes ad 7]. which 
seems to mean ‘the Pharisees (of the 
place), and certain of the Scribes 
from Jerusalem’ who happened to 
have come thither’ But Mt. under- 
stands éA@dvres to refer to both. 
On *IepoodAvpa. see ii. 1. 

2. Oud ti xtd.] In Mk. the 
question is prepared for by the state- 
ment that they had seen some of 
the disciples eating kowvals xepoiv, 
Tour éativ avimrous, followed by a 
note (v. 3 f.) on Jewish customs, 
which was either a later addition 
in Mk. for Gentiles, or omitted 
by Mt. as unnecessary for Jewish 
readers. ‘The question is asked as 
though Jesus were the leader of a 
Rabbinic ‘school,’ who might have a 
right to His own opinion on a detail 
in the ‘tradition.’ This academical 
attitude is clearer in Mk.’s ov 
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mepuratovow KaTd, which need not 
imply blame, than in Mt’s wapa- 
Baivovew. The ‘elders’: were the 
great teachers of the past and present 
(cf. Heb. xi. 2); the ‘tradition’ was 
the oral law, handed down by them, 
not yet complete, and codified later 
in the Mishna. See Taylor on 
Aboth iii. 20, and his add. n. 2. It 
was the accurate performance of it 
which made the Pharisees ‘ separated’ 
persons. The common people did 
not know, much less observe, its 
details. Its rules of conduct by 
which men must ‘walk’ were called 
halaka (cf. wepurarovow, Mk.). 

od- yap virrovra. KTA.] A para- 
phrase of Mk.’s dAAG Kowais xepoly 
éodiovew tov aprov. On the dis- 
putes between the schools of Hillel 
and Shammai on the subject see 
Berach. viii. 2-4 (Sehiirer, HJP. 11. 
ii, 111, and the literature cited). 
Handwashing before meals was not 
an O.T. requirement. Hart (JQR. 
xix. 626—30) suggests possible reasons 
for the rise of the practice. Buiichler 
(Eup. T. xxi. 34-40) holds that 
rigorous rules of purification, as 
applying to laymen, were a develop- 
ment later than the time of Jesus, 
and that Mk.’s rovr’ éorw avimrots 
was a later gloss). ‘The Pharisees 
in the report of Mk. must have 
meant priests who had recently 
joined the ranks of the Pharisees, 
and had adopted the strict rules of 


purification instituted by the rabbis , 


for the priests in order to safeguard 
‘the levitical purity of the priestly 
dues. The rabbis were the authors 
and expounders of these laws, but 
they had no occasion to observe 
them themselves.’ If this is correct, 
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the incident must have occurred in 
the house of such a Pharisee (cf. Lk. 
xi. 37 f.), who expected guests at his 
table to observe the same rules as 
he did. But Margoliouth (Hap. T.” 
xxii. 261 ff.) suggests that the later 
codification of rules for the laity 


-was the result of a practice already 


growing up, and rightly maintains 
Mk.’s authority as a witness for the 
Ist century, only admitting that his 
Kal mavres of “lovdaio. must not be 
unduly pressed. 

3-6. In Mk. the Lord’s reply 
(vv. 9-13) follows the reference to 
Isaiah (vv. 6-ff.), in Mt. (vv. 3-6) it 
more logically ‘precedes it (vv. 7 ff. ; 
see note). In Mt. the two form a 
continuous denunciation, in Mk. 
they are distinct, and introduced 
respectively by 6 6€ efrev avrois 
and kat édeyev adrois. 

3. Ova ti xtA.] The Scribes’ 
question was academic, and Jesus 
sweeps it away by attacking, as a 
general principle, the position which 
the ‘tradition’ had come to occupy 
in relation to the divine law of 
Moses. kal tyeis mapaBaivere cor- 
responding with rapaBaivovery (v. 2) 
takes the place of Mk.’s kadds 
dGereire, which is either interrogative 
(Wellh.) or sharply ironical. évroAnv 
is identical with Adyov (v. 6). In 
the Lxx. it is used, as here, of the 
Law as a whole, in 4 Regn. xxi. 8 
(=P), Ps, xviii. [xix.] 9, cxviii. 
[cxix.] 96 (=M1¥)), When the 
evrohy and the mwapddocts clashed, 
the former was sacrificed to the 
latter. Ssin.cur have ‘command- 
ments’ for both, which Merx thinks 
original, because there was at that 
time no ‘tradition’ about hand- 
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washing; the practice ‘was only 
instituted by Hillel and Shammai’ 
(Montef.). 

4. 6 yap Beds kTA.] Mk. Marois 
yap eirev. Mt. makes a sharper 
antithesis between divine and human 
ordinances (6 yap Oeds .. . ipeis 
¢). The law of filial piety is selected 
as a signal instance, and cited in its 
positive and negative form, from 
Ex. xx. 12 (Deut. v. 16) and xxi. 
16 [17]; cf. Lev. xx. 9, Deut. xxvii. 
16. The vl. éveretAato Aé€ywv may 
have been due to Deut. v. 16 dv 
Tpomov éveteiAato Kipuos 6 Beds cov. 
The omission, after marépa and 
pyrépa, of cov in the first quotation 
(ef. xix. 19) and of atrov in the 
second, which are retained: in M.T., 
Lxx., Targ®™, perhaps represents the 
emphatic state of the nouns in the 
Palestinian Aram. of the time; see 
on vi. 9. Kakodoyeiv, ‘to curse,’ 
‘speak evil of’ (R.V.), is not strictly 
the converse of ‘to honour,’ but has 
the general force of dripdfev; cf. 


Deut. xxvii. 16 (M9?) with Driver's. 


note. Oavdrw redevtdtw (Mt., Mk.) 
=Mid! nip: so Ex. xxi. 16 [17] 
AF, where B has teAevrnoe: @., one 
of three different renderings of the 
same Heb, in successive verses. In 
Sanh. vii. 8 the punishment is 
stoning. 

5. vpets Se xrA.] Cf. éyad 8€ Aéyw 
tpiv (v. 22 etc.). Like the Scribes 
Jesus dealt independently with the 


_ Law, but He claimed to ‘fulfil’ it, 


while they emptied it of its force. 
Sdpov] Mk. xopBav, 6 erriv Sapov. 


Korban (jp), ‘that which is browght 
near’ ag an offering, an exilic and 
post-exilic term (Lev., Num.%%, Ez.?, 
Neh.” [}29P], and frequently in the 
Targums), is not transliterated in 
the Lxx., but rendered dapov.. So 
Theod. Ez. xx. 28; elsewhere, in 
the few extant passages, the later 
translators have rpooqopd. or other 
renderings. In Mt. xxvii. 6, Jos. 
B.J. 1. ix. 4, it is the money in the 
temple treasury; in Jos. Ant. Iv. 
iv. 4 it is used of persons who 
dedicate themselves for a fixed period. 

(1) According to the text the 
words are a vow: ‘that by which 
you might have received advantage 
from me is hereby dedicated as an 
offering.’ So ¥, a g* Ephr. (see Burkitt, 
Ev. da Meph. ad loc.) S sin (Mk.): 
‘(It is] Corban what thou shalt be 
profited from me’; Vulg. (Mk.): 
‘Corban quodcunque ex me tibi 
profuerit.’ Cf. Nedar. i. 2, 4, ix. 2, 
7, xi. 4, 11, B. Kama, ix. 10. Its 
actual dedication is not really con- 
templated; it was dedicated (te, 
unavailable) only as regards the 
parent, or other person, who hoped 
to receive it. On the binding effect 
of a mere verbal promise of dedica- 
tion see Philo, ap. Eus. Praep. viii. 
7. If this is the true explanation, 
the sanction which the Scribes gave 
to the act was not motived’ by 
collusion with the temple priests (as 
Theophlet. avrot & ra dduepwHevra 
katja Ovov); the Sepov not. being 
really offered, they received no 
advantage from it. The passage 
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merely speaks of their attitude 
towards the vexed question of vows. 
(2) But ‘Corban!’ could be 
merely an oath: ‘By the offering 
[on the altar]!’ cf xxiii. 18. See 
Jos. c. Ap. i. 22, Where Theophrastus 
is quoted as mentioning tov Kadov- 
pevov Opkov KopBdv as current 
among Jews, but forbidden by the 
laws of the Tyrians. & sin here has 
‘Corban! if thou shalt [ze thou 
shalt not] be profited from me.’ This 
is possibly original. The angry oath 
of refusal to help the parents is 
binding. Corruptions appear such 
as ‘My Corban, thou shalt be pro- 
fited from me’ ($ cur); ‘donum meum 
proficiet tibi’ (e); ‘munus quodcunque 
est ex me tibi proderit’ (Vulg.) ; these 
perhaps point to an interrogative 
form, 1. me refusal. 
od pry) Tyunoer Kh. This avoids 
Mk.’s anacoluthon, éav ely dvOpw- 
wos . . . ovKETL adlete atdTov KTA. 
But it is doubtful if Mt. in- 
tended it to be the words of the 
Scribes; ‘he shall not honour’ is 
merely the equivalent in the Lord’s 
mouth of ‘ye no longer permit him 
to do aught, etc.’ Honour to parents 
includes the duty of supporting 
them; cf. 1 Tim. v. 3. In Gosp. 
Naz. the Scribes themselves are re- 
presented as saying to their parents 
KopBav 6 tpeis apedAnOnoerOe €& 
npav (Teate u. Unters, 1911, 40, 


289 f., where parallels are cited). 
And see Orig. quoted by Swete. 

6. Kal HKupdocate KTr.] Mk. 
dakupovvres. A late word occurring in 
Gal. iii. 17, 1 Esd. vi; 31, Mac; 
Aq.®, Sym. ; Allen cites three Oxyr. 


_ papyri of the 2nd cent. a.p. and 


other passages. In Aq. it always 
represents 12) ‘to break, ‘annul’; 
eg. in Ps. exviii. [cxix.] 126 7Kv- 
pwcav Tov vouov gov. On the aor. 
with a perf. force see Moulton, i. 140. 
The reading Adyov (as in Mk.) has 
the best early support; it refers to 
the divinely inspired Pentateuch, 
and does not differ in meaning from 
vopov. But the latter may have 
arisen as a more exact parallel to 
évroAnv (v. 3). The other vl. (rv) 
évroAjv in the lesser uncials has 
the same object. dua 7. tapddoow 


&% Mk. ty mapaddces tyav 7 
mapedwxate. The Sa need not 


mean ‘for the purpose of substituting 
the tradition’; but that was in 
practice the result of annulling God’s 
law. Mk. adds kat rapdpora Tovatra 
mwoXXa, qoveire, which may be due 
to the hand that added kcal ddrAXAa 
moXAd xTX. in Mk. v. 4. Instances 
in the Mishna which may be called 
Tapépo. are seen in the system of 
Erubin, whereby the law of the 
Sabbath could be formally kept but 
virtually‘annulled (see Schiirer, HJP. 
TLisgle 2 Onils), 


Additional Note on xv. 1-6. 


The passage is severely criticized by Montefiore (Syn. Gosp. i. 164 ff). 
He points out that the fulfilment of vows is laid down in the Pentateuch 
(Deut. xxiii, 21 ff, Num. xxx. 2 ff.), and maintains that ‘the annulling, not 
the maintenance, of vows was the work of tradition, so that while the 
5th commandment in the Decalogue might clash with another Mosaic 
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command, it could not be said to be abrogated by the scribal tradition. 
Further, he shews that ‘according to the Rabbinic law as codified in the 
Mishna, and commented on in the Talmud, the Rabbis are on the side of 
Jesus, and take his very line’ Nedar. viii, 1 deals with two sorts of vows 
—a rash vow from which a man’s father would not materially suffer, and 
a vow which definitely concerns his parents. In the former case the 
majority of the Rabbis, against R. Eliezer, declared the vow binding; in 
the latter they agreed with him that ‘the door is opened to him (ie. the 
vow may be annulled) on account of the honour of father and mother, 

But does not such a discussion imply that before the time of R. Eliezer 
the matter was very much an open question? To a large extent, no doubt, 
the Mishna was a codification of ancient material. But when the Rabbis 
differed, the Mishnic rule represented, as often as not, a compromise between 
the stricter and laxer view. It is precarious to argue that, because the 
majority of the Mishnic Rabbis had agreed to adopt a certain view, that 
_ must have been the prevailing one in the time of Jesus. The principle 
of making religion easier for the masses was, indeed, embraced by the 
school of Hillel and by its descendants after the fall of Jerusalem, and the 
annulling of vows was one of its results. But it is too much to say, with 
respect. to the period of the Lord’s life and earlier, that ‘the annulling of 
vows was the work of tradition.’ Even in the Mishna (Chag. i. 8) it is 
admitted that ‘the rules concerning the dissolving of vows fly about: in 
the air, and there is nothing upon which they can rest, though some early 
teachers contrived to find biblical support for them (see Hart, JQR. xix. 
643). The school of Shammai were opposed to laxity, and it is probable 
that the priestly, Sadducean, party were largely opposed to novelties in 
the scribal tradition. And before the destruction of the temple the priests, 
though their influence was on the wane, were naturally more powerful 
than afterwards. If, therefore, the Gospel narrative is substantially accurate, 
and it is the only approach to contemporary evidence that we possess, we 
must conclude that the annulling of vows was still a new movement 
advocated by only a small minority, who would agree with Jesus, while 
the tendency of the tradition was to place ‘sacrifice’ above ‘mercy.’ The 
_ Lord’s reply to the complaint about ‘unwashen hands’ condemns, with a 
particular illustration, the effects produced by this tendency. It does not 
say that ‘the horrid Rabbis taught that by a convenient vow a man might 
easily find a way of disobeying the fifth commandment’ (Montefiore). 


7-9. Mt. closes the denunciation his transposition, uses it to the best 
with a reference to Isaiah; in Mk. advantage. 
(vv. 6-8) this forms a separate and 7. brokpitat KTA.] See on vi. 2. 
introductory section, in which v. 8 Mt. makes a vocative from Mk.’s 
(om. in $ sin and by Mt.) is a tydv t. broxpitov. For xadds cf. 
. doublet of v. 9. The section in Mk. the similar rebuke in Ac. xxviii. 
is probably editorial, and Mt., by 25. 

Q 
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10 Kal Tmpoo Kader duevos TOV oy hov elTrev avrots "Axovere kal 


If TUViETE = 


8,9. 6 Aads odros KTA.] Mk. 
(perhaps) has otros 6 A., but is 
otherwise identical. The quotation 
is from Is. xxix. 13. It shews no 
trace of the M.T. where it differs 
from the Lxx.; the first clause of 
the Lxx. is compressed, and the last 
(SiSdokovtes éevtdApata dvOpérwv 
kat dudackaAtas) is rearranged. Cf. 
Col. ii. 22. SidacKadtas xrA., ‘teach- 
ing [as their] teachings command- 
ments of men.’ 


10, 11. (Mk. vii. 14 f.) 
given to the people. 


Teaching 


10. kat mporkaderdpevos KTA.| 
See on x. 1. The people have not 
been mentioned since the previous 
chapter. But Mk. adds réAw (which 
Mt. nearly always omits, Allen, p. 
xx.), connecting the discourse with 
the healings at Gennesaret. He 
seems to picture the people as 
retreating to the background when 
the Scribes appeared ; but on the de- 
parture of the latter, Jesus summons 
them to approachagain. But, as said 
above, the discourse probably belongs 
to Judaea, not to Galilee. daxovere 
kK. cuviere is an echo of xiil. 13 ff. 

II. 00 Td civepxopevov KTA.] The 
great truth is stated first negatively 
and then positively. In Mk. the 
saying is gnomic and somewhat 
epigrammatic in form: ‘there is 
nothing from outside a man entering 
into him which can defile him ; but 
the things which come out of a man 
are they which defile a man.’ Mt. 
makes it shorter, but more explicit. 
By inserting «is 7d ordpua he defin- 


‘commands. 


ov TO elo epyopevov els TO oTOma KOLVOL TOV av- 


itely refers to food, an aspect of the 
teaching which is not explicit in Mk. 
except in v. 19 (Mt. v 17), eis THY 
kotAiav. He thus interprets the say- 
ing, so that it ceases to be a rapaBoAH 
(v. 15) needing explanation. The 
original utterance perhaps did not 
refer particularly to food, but was 
general in scope. Mk.’s eiomopevé- 
pevov eis adrov would easily be in- 
serted under the influence of the 
following exposition. 

As the passage stands, a concrete 
instance, that of foods, is employed to 
point the argument, and hence the 
evangel ists have placed the passage in 
connexion with the question in . 2. 
But it is important to notice that the 
Lord does not here oppose the scribal 
tradition, but the Mosaic law itself. 
The Jewish dietary laws were elabor- 
ated by the Rabbis, but were laid 
down in Lev. xi., and other laws on 
uncleanness in Ley. xiii.—xv. ;- cf. 
Hag. ii. 12 f. Jesus could rebuke 
the Scribes for annulling the Mosaic 
law, and yet, on this fundamental 
point, annulled it Himself. He felt 
free to commit Himself to this formal 
inconsistency, because the kernel of 
His teaching was that the spirit 
transcends the letter. The scribal 
tradition had the effect of exalting 
the external. His ethics subordinated 
it to the spiritual; and He made 
no exception in the case of Mosaic 
The principle involved 
is well stated by Montefiore : ‘ Things 
cannot be religiously either clean 
or unclean; only persons. And 
persons cannot be defiled by things, 


XV. 14] 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


225 


? \ > if fal 
Opwmov, Grd TO exrropevouevov éx Tod aTdpuaTos TodTO 


nn \ + 
KOLVOL TOV avOpwrrov. 


Tote mpocerOovtes of wabnra) 12 


iP. > a 3 [4 € a 
Aeyouow avt@ Oldas Ste of Dapicaios axovoavres Tov AOyov 


éoxavdanricOnoap ; 


M2 \ 
o 6€ amoxpiOels eizrev 


Ilaca ureia 13 


2 24 7 ; € , ¢ > 
iy ove épdrevoey 6 Tatip pov 6 ovpdvios expilwOnoerar. 
ba > “2 i 
adete avtouvs: tudpdoci eicw odnyot: tupr0s 6é€ tuprov éav 14 


14 rugro ecw odnya] BD [Scur]; add ruptov N*LZ 1 13 33 124 346 
LL vet.pler.vg 3 pesh.hel me arm aeth; 08. cio. rupdor N** > 209; 08. ews. TUPAWY 
K Ssin[cur vide Burkitt]; 03. ew. rupdrou rupdwv CE etc Hq 


they can only be defiled ~by them- 
selves, by acting irreligiously’ (Syn. 
Gosp. i. 169; see the whole note). 
‘In Nature there’s no blemish but 
the mind’ (Shakesp.); cf. Rom. xiv. 14. 
Allen (p. 167) cites an interesting 
Buddhist parallel. 

Kowot Tov dvOpwrov] %.e. render 
a man religiously ‘common,’ the re- 
verse of sacred, and so unclean, incap- 
able of performing religious acts. So 
Heb. ix. 13; cf. Ac. xxi. 28; in the 
LXx. only 4 Mac. vii. 6 (&), ovde thy 
++. Yaorépa exoivwras prapopayig. 
‘Verbum proprie scripturarum est, 
et publico sermone non teritur’ (Jer.). 
For xouvés (cf. Mk. vii. 2) in this sense 
cf. 1 Mae. i. 47, 62; elsewhere in the 
LXX. usually dxd@aprtos; cf. Ac. x. 14, 
28, xi. 8. 1d exropevdpevov is the 
spiritual counterpart of the material 
TO eioepyopmevov; and éx Tov oTé- 
patos must not be confined to sinful 
words ; it merely completes the verbal 
parallelism, and is rightly interpreted 
in v. 18 f. 

12-20. Teaching given to the 
disciples. 12-14a are peculiar to 
Mt.; 14 b has a parallel in Lk. vi. 
39. 
12. ofas xTA.] v.11 contains 
probably no more than the crucial 
point in a whole discourse delivered 
to people; not till that was ended 
could the disciples, according to Mt.’s 
grouping of the sayings, ask their 
question, in which rdv Adyov seems 


to refer to vv, 3-6, which had sent 
the Pharisees away ‘scandalized,’ 
because the Lord had dealt with a 
Rabbinic question ‘with authority, 
and not as the Scribes.’ But vv. 12— 
14 break the immediate connexion 
of v. 15 with v. 11. Though the 
Pharisees were doubtless scandalized 
by the teaching contained in the latter 
verse, v. 12 seems to be Mt.’s editorial 
introduction to the sayings which he 
here draws from other contexts. On 
okavéaNi fev see v. 29. 

13. maca guteia xtXr.] This 
seems to refer to the Pharisees them- 
selves, not to their tradition; as in 
the parable of the Sower and the 
Tares, the plants are persons; and 
the time of their rooting out will be 
the same as that when the tares are 
gathered and burnt. ¢vrteia: only 
here in the N.T.; Lxx., 4 Regn. xix. 
29, Mic: i. 6, Ez. xvii. 7. Lit. the 
‘act of planting’ (Plato, Xen.), it is 
here equivalent to Pitevya or hurd, 
Ign. (Trall. xi, Phil. iii.) applies the 
passage to heretics. Asc. Is. iv. 3 per- 
haps alludes to it, but with reference 
to the Church, tiv $. qv putedvovow 
ot Sédexa aréaToAo. TOU ayamnrov. 
The metaphor recalls that of iii. 10 ; 
ef. Lk. xiii. 6-9, Jo. xv. 1-8. Allen 
cites a parallel in Chag. 15a, For 
‘My heavenly Father’ Ssin has 
‘the Father which isin Heaven’; see 
on Vi. 9. 

14. adere kTA.] ‘ Be not disturbed 
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at their disapproval ; it is worthless, 
because they are blind leaders. The 
reading is doubtful (see Appar.). The 
text, or 66. ef. TudAoé, accords with 
xxiii. 24. On the other hand S. Paul 
(Rom. ii. 19) refers to the boast of 
the Jewish téacher ddnydv eivas 
tupdrOv, which may have been pro- 
verbial (Sanday and Headlam). Pos- 
sibly, therefore, the true reading is 
ddyyot eiow TuPrdv or TUPAGy Et. 


66. They are ‘leaders of the blind ;- 


you can therefore disregard them, 
because you are not blind’ The 
common reading ddnyoé eiou tupdoi 
tupdov is either a conflation, or 
perhaps due to tupdAds tupAdy 
in the following proverb. Classical 
parallels are given by Wetstein. 

tupAds b€ xtX.] Lk. vi. 39 has 
‘And He spake a parable unto them : 
Can a blind (man) lead a blind (man) ? 
Will they not both fall into a ditch ?’ 
This occurs in Lk.’s Sermon on the 
Plain, but the introductory formula 
suggests that that was not the original 
context. Perhaps neither evangelist 
has it in its true position ; but Lk.’s 
interrogative form is characteristic of 
the Lord’s utterances. ‘To fall into 
a pit’ is a proverbial expression in 
the O.T.; ef. Is. xxiv. 18, Jer. xxxi. 
[xlviii.] 44, Ps. vii. 15, Prov. xxvi. 27. 

15. dmoxpuOeis xtX.] Mk. here 
begins the teaching to the disciples ; 
they ask Him about the parable 
‘when He had gone into the house 
from the crowd.’ On Mt.’s omission 
of ‘the house’ see viii, 16; and on the 
prominence given to 8. Peter see x. 2. 
thv tapaBoAny is the saying in v. 
11, which Mt., however, has already 
interpreted (see above). On zapa- 
Bodx see n. before ch. xiii. 
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16. axunv «tA.] An adv. ace. 
(Blass, § 34. 7), ‘at the acme, the 
prime, the critical moment,’ and 
so ‘at the present moment,’ ‘ yet,’ 
= éru (Lob. Phryn. 123); & adhue. 
It is frequent in Polyb. and later Gk. © 
See M.-M. Vocab. sv. Mk. otrws, 
‘even so,’ in spite of all My teaching. 
Kal vpets ‘ye also’ as well as the 
people (cf. Jo. vi. 67). dorvveroé ‘lack- 
ing in intelligence’ (see Lightfoot on 
ovveows Col. i. 9) looks back to ovviere 
( 10) and recalls ovd€ .cvviovew 
(xiii. 13). Contrast ovverot (xi. 25). 

17. o} voeite xTA.] ‘The ex- 
planation now given adds nothing 
essentially new to the rapaBoAy in 
v. 11 as Mt. has it Gee note). Of the 
problems raised for the first Christians 
by the Jewish laws concerning clean 
and unclean none were more pressing 
than those dealing with foods; and 
the Lord’s great saying would soon be 
quoted and expounded especially in 
that connexion ; vv. 17—20, therefore, 
are probably not a genuine utterance 
of Jesus, but a popular exposition. 
Mt. omits Mk.’s v. 18 b (which repeats 
the saying uttered to the people), 
and abbreviates v. 19, but with the 
addition eis Td ordua as before. 

‘eis T. KotAlay xwpet] ‘it’ goeth 
(merely) into the belly,’ ze. ‘not into 
the heart,’ as Mk. says. ddedpav (see © 
M.-M. Vocab. s.v.), connected with dde- 
Spos (Ley. xii. 5), is generally taken to 
be equivalent to agodos or drdérartos, 
secessus (Vulg.). Wellh. holds that 
cis ag. €xBadAerau (Mk, éxropeveras) 
misrepresents the Aram, > PH) ‘ goes 
out of’ (see viii. 12 note), and ex- 
plains dd. as the ‘intestine, its 
physiological function being referred 
to in Mk’s ka@apifwy révra ra 
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Bpépara, But Mk. would surely 
have written kxaOapifovra, If, as 
most writers think, Mk.’s clause is a 
comment referring to Jesus Himself, 
it may have been a late addition, 
‘shewing how the author viewed the 
Antioch controversy in the apostolic 
church’ (Moffatt), or Mt. may have 
wished to avoid the admission that 
Jesus was opposed to the Mosaic 
law; see on v.20. The point of the 
passage is that the belly is not the 
real man, so that food which enters 
the former cannot affect the latter. 
On the unwise use made of the 
principle by ‘liberal’ Christians in 
S. Paul’s day see Lake, Earlier Epp. 
of S. Paul, 177, 381. 

18. ra 5€ xTA.] Mt. mentions 
‘the mouth’ for the fourth time; 
Mk. éx 7, dvOpdrov. But words are 
far from exhausting the contents of 
the heart, as the following verse, and 
still more Mk.’s list, shew. 

19. ex yap xtX.] Evil thoughts 
‘come forth from the heart’ only 
when they issue in action; Mt. 
therefore, after diaX. zov., selects 
external actions, in the form of six 
plurals. Mk. has of diad, of Kaxoé, 
4.é. all those contents of the heart 
which are evil, and then specifies, 
without the article, twelve details, 
six plur. and six sing. Except for 
BrAacdynpiac Mt. follows the order 
of the Decalogue in M.T. and ixx.* 
(see on vy. 27). Swete compares the 
catalogues of sin in Wisd. xiv. 25 f, 
Rom. i. 29 tf., Gal. vy. 20 f., Eph. iv. 


Bly We BY ie, (COR Gtk sik, OE Ne, 
Herm. Mand. viii. 5. The first of 
these has in common with Mt., Mk. 
murder, theft, adultery, and, with 
Mk., lasciviousness. 

20. tatta xTX.] The first half 
of the verse abbreviates Mk.; the 
second, absent from Mk., is added by 
Mt. to recall the circumstance in 
connexion with which the discourse 
is placed. The effect is to represent vv. 
10-20 as aimed not against the Mosaic 
law, but against the scribal tradition. 


21-28. (Mk. vii. 24-30.) _ THE 
CANAANITE WOMAN. 

The literary history of the narrative 
is disputed ; ¢.g. it is held that Mt. 
derived it, except v. 21, from Q 
(B. Weiss), or, possibly, that Mt. and 
Mk. derived it independently from 
different recensions of Q (Loisy) ; 
most writers, however, agree that Mt. 
wrote it on the basis of Mk. Its 
absence from Lk. is due either to its 
absence from the form of Mk, which 
Lk. employed (Wendling), or, more 
probably, to intentional omission by 
Lk, because it would not be accept- 
able to his Gentile readers (Hawkins, 
Stanton). If Mt. had no other 
source than Mk., he contributes an 
unusual amount from his own pen, 
and that of a highly artistic and 
dramatic character. The incident 
must have possessed a profound 
interest for him. The style and 
vocabulary are full of his character- 
istic features. 


230 THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST.. MATTHEW [XV. 21 


a na \ / 
21 Kai é&edOav éexeibev 6 “Inoots avey@pnoev eis TA Mepy 
n \ n 
22Tvpov Kat wOadvos. Kal idod yuvy Xavavaia amo tov 
éxeivav é€eAOodca expaley déyouca 
e\ / ¢ / A 
vios Aaveid: 1 Ouyatnp pov KaKas 
ovx amexpiOn avTH Réyor. 


opi@v "EXénoov Ke; 
Satpoviterar. 


‘ / ¢€ 
Kal mpocedOovtes ob 


KUpLE 
230 6é 


22 expagevy] N®*BD 1 Heff'kq Scur.diat®?+[pesh.pal ‘came out crying’]; 
expagev N*Z 13 124; expavyacev CE al [(ex)clamavit # ae f ff? g!® vg 3% sin. hel] 


21. Kal @€eAOdv KTA.] exeiPev 
refers to Gennesaret. 7. pépn T. k. 
>. is Mt.’s general expression for 
Phoenicia, which bounded Galilee 
on the north (Jos. BJ. m1. iii. 1); 
but Mk. distinguishes ta dpa Tépov 
from Sidon (cf. Mk. v. 31). dve- 
xopnoev eis and Mk.’s drnAGev eis 
mean different things; in Mt. Jesus 
went only in the direction of the 
foreign country, in Mk. He (appar- 
ently) entered it: ‘and having 
entered into a house, He wished no 
one to know, and could not be hid.’ 
Mt. avoids not only the mention of 
a house (see on viii. 16), but especially 
of a house in a foreign country, and 
also the statement that Jesus was 
unable to do something that He 
wished (cf. xiv. 25). 

22. kat (Sov xrX.] The Canaanites, 
including the Phoenicians, were the 
ancient pre- Israelite occupiers of 
Palestine ; hence Mt. shews his biblical 
and archaeological interest by writing 
Xavavato, for Mk.’s accurate ‘EAAnvis, 
Zupopowixicoa (see Swete). Jos. 
(c. Ap. 1. 13) says: ‘Of the Phoenicians 
the Tyrians have had the most ill- 
feeling towards us.” Mt. omits as 
self-evident Mk.’s dxotcaca epi 
atrov, but characteristically repre- 
sents her as knowing of Jesus as 
‘Son of David’ (see on xii. 23). 

amd TOV dpiwy KTA.] Jesus did 
not, as’ in Mk., enter a house in 
Phoenicia where the woman ‘entered 
and fell at His feet’ ; on the contrary, 
she came out from Phoenicia to Jesus 


who was still in Galilee ; at first she 
kept on crying (if éxpa(ev is the right 
reading) from a distance, but at 
last approached and did obeisance. 
On xvpve (so Mk. here only) see vii. 
21. Mt. avoids Mk.’s diminutive 
Ovydrpuov (cf. ix. 18), and mvedpa 
akadaprov (see on x. 1). 

23. 6 6€ xtd.] This and: the 
next verse are peculiar to Mt., and 
have led some to think that Mt. 
was dependent upon a source other 
than Mk.; they stand or fall with 
Mt.’s statements which represent 
the woman as crying after Jesus in 
the road. Mt. seems to have been 
strongly impressed with the limita- 


- tion of the Lord’s ministry to Jews ; 


and he pictures, with artistic skill, a 
scene which emphasizes it, heighten- 
ing, by the series of delays on His 
part, the woman’s final success. 
Jesus was silent, trying her faith. 
J. Weiss thinks that He was engaged 
in internal debate whether to allow 
His compassion to override the 
limits of His mission. 

Kat mpooeOdvres KTA.] gpwrav' 
(usually ‘to ask a question’) means ‘ to 


ask for, beseech ’ in xvi. 1, Mk. vii. 26, 


Lk.°, Jo.”7; in the Lxx., Ps. exxxvi. 
(cxxxvii.) 3, and in the expression 
ep. Ta eis eipnynv. Cf. Jos. Ant. 
vil. vill. 1. Allen cites a Fayfim 
papyrus, and passages from inscrip- 
tions. .On the form pérovy see 
Blass, § 22. 1. dréAvoov atrhy: 
‘Do what she asks, so that she 
may go away’; cf. Lk. xiv. 4. 
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. ‘Sic solebat Jesus dimittere’ (Beng.). 
Their request may have arisen from 
mere annoyance or from their 
knowledge that He always repressed 
public excitement about Himself. 
24. ovk amertddnv KTA.] See 
the corresponding injunction to the 
_ apostles (x. 6). If this was uttered 
for the woman to overhear, it was 
for the further trying of her faith. 
On the view that the Lord was 
debating in His mind what to do 
(see above), His answer expresses a 


continuance of the struggle. On 
ovK ... €i py see xii, 24. 
25. 7 8 €Afovca xKTArA.] The 


woman has hitherto been at a dis- 
tance, but at last approaches, the 
dramatic cry of v. 22 giving place 
to the simple appeal ‘Sir, help me.’ 
On the force of the impf. rpocextvet 
see Blass, § 57. 4. Mk. ciceAOotca, 
(se. into the house) TpoweTerev TPs 
TOUS das adrot. 

26. ovK-éotw Kaddv ater The 
Lord’s power of healing was not a 
fixed quantity, such that He would 
rob Jews if He expended it upon a 
Gentile ; He simply uses, as so often, 
a homely metaphor; it would not 
be right to give the household food 
to dogs. This may express a con- 
tinuation either of His own mental 
struggle, or, more probably, of the 
woman’s trial. But if the words 
were audible to her, we may be sure 
that a half-humorous tenderness of 
manner would deprive them of all 


their sting. Mk. prefixes ‘Let the 
children first be fed’ It must 
remain doubtful whether this was a 
later addition, made at a time when 
Gentiles had begun to be ‘fed,’ or 
whether Mt., with his Judaic leanings, 
omitted it. But the former is the 
more probable, because the rporor, 
though full of meaning for the Chris- 
tian reader, would have little for the 
woman. The dimin. kvvdpiov need 
not express contempt; it would 
denote a household pet; ra kuvidia 
THs otkias (Orig.); cf. - tpamefnes 
xtves (Hom.). But the Aram. would 
have no diminutive; Jesus may have 
meant dogs in general, and the 


‘woman first. introduced the thought 


of pet dogs—‘the dogs under the 
table’ (Mk). 

27. val, kUpte KTA.] vai denies 
ovK éoTw Kaddv: ‘Yes, it is! for 


‘the very dogs eat, etc’ On kal 
ydp see viii. 9. If ydp is omitted, 
as in Mk., vaé acquiesces: ‘ Yes, that 


is true! and yet the dogs, etc.’ 
Similarly with the v.J. in Mk. 
dAAa Kat (DX). Swete explains 
differently, holding that Jesus, with 
the word xuvvépiov, purposely gave 
the woman a door of hope, through ~ 
which she was not slow to enter. 
Kupiwy emphasizes, even more than 
Mk.’s madiwv, the superiority of 
Jew to Gentile. The Hebraic éoOfewv 
amd (iD 55x), frequent in the Lxx., is 
not found elsewhere in the N.T.; 
ef, €70. -ex (1 Cor. ix.-7, xi. 28). 


232 THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW  [XV. 27 


TOV poxtov TOV mem oyT@V aro TAS. Tpametns TOV Kuplav 
TOTE drroxpiGels 6 “Inoobds eirev aitn QO. ybvat, 
yevnOnta cot ws Oérews. Kat taOn 


28 avTov. 
peyarn cov % TiaTis: 
4 Ouydtnp avths amd Ths dpas éxeivys. 

Kal petaBds éxeibev 6 Incods 7rOev Tapa thy Oddraccav 
Kar 


29 
307hs Tadidalas, nal dvaBas eis TO Bpos éxdOnto éxei. 
mpoohrOov adtd Sydor ToAdol exovTes pel EavTdY ywRods, 
Kudos, TUdrods, Kopots, Kab Etépovs ToAovs, Kal epuray 
avtods mapa Tovs Todas avTov, Kal éOeparevoev avTous: 


3l@oTe Tov bydov OGavudoa 


With +. murt. awd 7. tpamré(ys ef. 
Lk. xvi. 21. After adrov, % vet.pesh 
add ‘and live’ (not in Mk.). 

28. réte xTX.] Mt. and Mk. 
describe. the close of the incident 
independently, Mt. . echoing the 
language used in other accounts of 
cures, and emphasizing the woman’s 
‘faith’ (see on viii. 10). Mk. has 
On account of this saying go, the 
demon hath gone out from thy 
daughter. And departing to her 
house she found the child laid upon 
the bed and the demon gone out.’ 
As in the only other instance of the 
cure of a Gentile (viii. 13), the 
authoritative word is spoken at a 
distance from the sufferer; and the 
remark made there with regard to 
the miracle applies here. 


29-31. HEALINGS BY THE LAKE. 

This takes the place of Mk. vii, 
31-37, the healing of a deaf and 
dumb man, which Mt. avoids, 
probably for three reasons: (1) Jesus 
used material means, saliva, in 
connexion with the cure (see on xvi. 
12); (2) He groaned; (3) He gave 
repeated commands which were not 
obeyed. For similar summaries of 
niiracles see on lv. 23. 

29. kal petaPds xtr.] Mk. has 
two geographical notices, dud, Zuda@vos 
and ava pecov Tov opiwy AexamoAews. 
See Swete on the route. Well- 


Brérovras Kadhovs Aadrodvras 


hausen’s suggestion that an original 
{VSI meant not ‘va Sidon’ but ‘to 
Bethsaida’ is unnecessary. The 
Lord made a long detour to avoid 
the dominion of Antipas (see Burkitt, 
Gosp. Hist. 92 f). Mt. omits this 
northern route, because he avoided 
relating that Jesus entered the 
Tyrian district (see v. 21)., He thus 
has nothing to shew that 1d dpos 
was on the E. of the lake, except 
that v. 31 implies that the crowd 
was Gentile. The journey must 
have lasted some months; at the 
feeding of the 5000 the grass was 
green, and the arrival at the lake 
was soon followed by the journey to 
Jerusalem at the time of the Passover. 
Having left the crowds, and His 
enemies, Jesus at last had an 
opportunity of teaching His disciples. — 

30. xwAots xTA.] The order 
differs in groups of uncials, and 
cannot be determined with certainty. 
The reading t7o +. 768. (D & b) is 
accepted by some writers, and under- 
stood literally, reference being made 
to the custom among modern 
dervishes (Merx ad loc.; Weinrich, 
Antike Hetlungswunder, 67-73). But 
it need only refer to the position 
which Jesus occupied on the slope 
of the hill. Cf. Jam. ii. 3. 

31. dore xtA.] Apart from the 
last clause, the verse echoes Mk. vii. 37. 
‘The God of Israel’ implies that 
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\ \ a 
kat xodovs TepiTatovvTas Kal Tudrovs BAérovTas: Kal 


eSdfacav tov Oedv “Iopanr. 


Xr fg x 6 \ > an or 
KANECAMEVOS TOUS BPaUnTaS AVUTOV ELTTEV 


‘O 8& “Inoots mpoc- 32 
Lrrayyvitopar émt 


\ ” Xr 4 a) Cas al , / \ 
Tov OxAov, dTt dn Huépat Tpels Tpocpévovoly pou Kal 
> y / n 

ovK éxovow Ti ddywoww: Kal atoddcaL avTovs vnoTeLs ov 


Va / la) n € a 
Gérw, pu mote éxrAvOdow ev TH OO. 
/ (a) > r ie ” la) va 
Tlo@ev piv év épyuig apros tocobroy date 

\ bY a ’ a 
Kat réyer avtois 0 “Inaods 34 
5é elzrav 
ah ir pals ged ay b) a 7 Juaks \ n 
Kal Tapayyeidas TO SyAM avaTreceiv ert THY ryHV 35 


ot pabnrai 
/ nr 
Noptacat dyNov TocodTov; 
/ 
Ilocovs dprovs éyete; of 


ixOveua. 


a / ’ lal 
Kal NEYOVTLY AVT@ 33 


‘Exrd, kal orlya 


édaBev tors éErta dptovs Kal Tods iyOvas Kal evyapioTHoas 36 
” X  3sas lal a e \ \ Lal y 
exhacev Kal €didov Tois pabntais of S€ pabntal Tois dyXous. 


the crowd was mainly Gentile, such 
-as would be found in the hellenized 
cities of Gaulonitis on the E. of the 
lake. It is an O.T. expression, cf. 
Ps. xl [xli.] 14, echoed in Lk. i. 68 ; 
ef. Ac. xiii. 17. 


32-38% (Mk. viii. 1-9.) Frepine 
OF THE Four THOUSAND. 

The marked similarity to the 
account of the 5000 (xiv. 13-21) 
suggests that they are duplicates 
of the same story. See Add. note 
after xvi. 12 on the series of narratives 
in xv. 32—xvi. I2 in their relation 
to those in xiv. I13-xv. 31. It is 
often supposed, from the locality, 
that the 4000 were Gentiles ; but the 
locality in the former story was 
practically the same; the 5000 
were Galileans who had followed 
Jesus into the foreign territory. 
The notes on this section should be 
supplemented throughout by those 
on xiv. 13-21. 


32. 6 ¢*Incots krA.] Jesus here 
takes the initiative, in xiv. 15 the 
disciples. 767 7p. Tpeis is grammati- 
cally a parenthesis (Blass, § 33. 2); 
this is simpler than to supply <iciv, 
making mpoopév. and éx. dat. plur. 
D has 7. np. Tp. eioly Kal mpoopér. 


The account in ch. xiv. does not 
mention the three days, mpoopév. 
pot, ‘they cling, attach themselves, 
to me’; Vulg. perseverant mecum ; 
ef. Ac. xi. 23, xiii. 43. ovK €xovow 
kTX.: they had not fasted for three 
days, but had finished all the food 
that they had with them, and now 
had nothing. damroAtcar... od Gédw 
for Mk.’s edv droAtvow ‘heightens 
the note of mastery and dignity of 
Christ’s words’ (Allen). Mk.’s 
addition ‘and some of them have 
come from far’ is in keeping with 
the other account, in which 
Galileans followed the Lord from 
the west of the lake. 

33. wo0ev xtXA.] In the other 
account the touch of sarcasm in Mk., 
Lk. is suppressed by Mt., but here, and 
in Mk, viii. 4, it is still discernible. 
nptv cannot mean ‘ We cannot do it, 
but [because of the previous miracle] 
we know that Thou canst’ (Plummer). 
Mk. has simply tvs. 

34. wécovs xTA.] Mk, has the 
same question in the other account 
also, where Mt. omits it. In the 
answer, Mt. abbreviates Mk. by 
adding kat 6A. ix@, which Mk. 
mentions separately, and with a 


separate evroy ia. 


AQIAE 
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x an 
37 Kal épayov mavtes Kal _xoptaéatngar, Kal TO meptooedov 


38 TOV KNaTHATOV Hpav éETTA opupisas TANpELS. 


ot 8& éoOiovtes 


Hoav TeTpaxtaxidor dvdpes yopis ere Kal Travolov. 
39 Kal dmodvoas Tovs dydous évéBn Eis TO TAoiov, Kal nrNOev 


eis Ta Opta Maryaddy. 


I Kai mpooeN Oovtes of Papicaio: Kal Laddoveaios meipa- 


37. Kal épayov xKrA.] Identical 
with xiv. 20, except érra odvpidas 
for dddexa Kodivovs, and the trans- 
position of jpav. The odupis (cf. 
Ac.. ix. 25) did not differ from the 
Kéguvos in size, but in material, and 
to a certain extent in use. It was a 
flexible mat basket (sporta, sportula ; 
the former always in & in N.T.), 
employed for carrying fish or fruit ; 
it was often part of a fisherman’s 
equipment. xKdduvor also, however, 
are mentioned as receptacles for 
fragments of food after a meal (e.g. 
Pollux, yi. 94, vii. 173). On the 
late form (for ovpis) see WH. Notes, 
148. It occurs in papyri (Deissm. 
Buble St. 158, 185). 

38. of S€ xrA.] Mt. alone men- 
tions the women and children, as in 
Xiv. 21: 


39. (Mk. viii. 10.) RETURN TO 
THE WEST OF THE LAKE. 

kat amodtcas xkTX.] Mk.’s pera 
Tov pabntav atrov is omitted as 
self-evident ; cf. xiv. 13. 76 mAotov 
has the generic article; no boat 
has been mentioned; cf. Mk. vi. 32. 
In such cases B generally omits the 
article. 

eis ta Spta Mayoddv] Mk. eis 
7d, péepn AadpavovOa (contrast v. 21, 
where Mt. has pépy, Mk. dpua). 
Neither place has been identified. 
Aug., finding Magedan insome MSS. 
of Mk., assumed ‘eundem locum esse 
sub utroque nomine. us. Onom., 
Mdpxos &€ ts Meyadav pvnpovever 
kai ert viv 7» Mayadavty rept tHv 
Tepdoay, would locate it on the east 


of the lake; but the authorities 
would be unlikely to seek Jesus (xvi. 
1 ff.) in what was practically pagan 
territory. The reading MayéaAd in 
the lesser uncials(Mt.) and in 1 13 etc. 
(Mk.) substitutes a well-known for 
an unknown name; it was within a 
Sabbath day’s journey of Tiberias 
(Enc. Bibl. s.v. ‘Magdala’). Swete 
refers to Jos.. xv. 37, Where 
Daan is represented by Mayaéa (B) 
and Mayédad (A). Various sugges- 
tions have been made with regard to 
‘Dalmanutha’: it is a doublet of 
eis TA pepn, eChassad (R. Harris, 
Cod. Bez. 178; see Nestle, Phil. Sacr. 
17), orsa corruption of Maydadovbd 
(Dalm. Gram. 133 n.; see Words, 66), 
or of Migdal-nunya, ‘ Fish-tower,’ a 
place near Tiberias (Cheyne, Enc. 
Bibl. 1635), or that 7a pépn A. isa 
corruption of T.Bepidda *ApaSovs or 
something similar (Burkitt, AJTh., 
1911, 174). Whatever the name 
was, the place probably lay on. the 
western shore. 


Xvl. 1, 2a, 4. (ME. vill. 11-13; 
ef. Mt. xii, 38-42, Lk. xi. 29-32.) 
A Sian rReFusep. Lk. omits the 
Marcan version, having already given 
that from Q. 

I. Kal mpooeAOdvres KTA.] Mk. 
Kk. €€nABov (cf. Mk. iii. 6) of Bap. 
Mt.’s addition of the Sadducees is in 
keeping with vv. 6, 11 f. On the 
sect see Add. n. after xxii. 33. The 
religious and ecclesiastical authorities 
combined against Jesus, as against 
the Baptist (see on iii. 7). Mk., on the 
other hand (v. 15, as in iii. 6), couples 
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> / 4 SN a a a a 
Covres ernpwotncav avtoy onpeiov éx tod ovpavod émidetEat 


avTois. 
NéyeTe 


e \ > a 
o 8€ amoxpibels eimrev avtois 


VOrpias yevowévns 2 


Evéjia, muppater yap 0 ovpavos: Kal Tpot Xnpepov 3 
KElwov, Tuppater yap atuyvatwv o ovpavos. 


\ ae / 
TO peVv Tpo- 


nr n te tal lal 
-G@Tov TOD ovpaved yiw@oKete Siaxpivery, TA Se oNpEla TOV 
fal > / lal 
katpov ov duvacbe.] Teved movnpa kal pouyadts onpetov 4 
> aA SY al > ia a a 
emufntei, Kal onuetov ov SoOncetar avry ef pt) TO onpetov 


> a ay 
Tova. xal cataditr@v avtods amber. 
€ a 

ot pabntal eis TO mépav éredXdOovto dprous AaPeiv. 


=. nr a 2: lal 
NOOVS ElTEV AUTOS 


Kai €dOovtes 5 
6 686 


‘Opate wal mpocéyete amd ths Cops 


2, 3 oysas...duvacde] om NBVXT 13* 124* al codd.pler. ap. Hier  sin.cur arm 


the Pharisees with Herod, %.¢. the 
religious and civil authorities. In 
Mt. xii. 38 (see note) it is the Scribes 
and Pharisees who ask for a sign. 
On épwrav ‘beseech’ see xv. 23. 

2a. 6 6¢... eirev] Mk’s ex- 
pression of emotion cai dvacrevagas 
T) Tvevpate adtod is avoided ; see 
on viii. 3. The reply is given in 
v. 4. 

2b, 3. (Lk. xii. 54-56.) The MS. 
authority is decisive against the 
genuineness of the passage. It 
appears to be an imitation of Lk., 
but refers to the colour of the clouds, 
not to the direction in which the 
wind blows them. Zahn suggests 
that it, together with Mk. xvi. 9-20 
and Jo. viii. I-11, was due to 
Papias. muppafew appears to be 
Byzantine (Lxx. ruppicerv, Lev. xiii. 
19, 42f.). orvyvagew is used of 
human emotion (Ez. xxvii. 35, xxxli. 
Io=DDY, Mk. x. 22), and so 
otvyvorns in Polyb. Iv. xxi. 1; but 
orvyvos is an epithet of the night in 
Wisd. xvii. 5. yuvwoxew with inf. 
. ‘to understand how to’ (cf. Is. vii. 
15, Vili. 4) is unique in the N.T. 
For 7a onp. tT. koupov Lk. has tov 
katpov Tovtov, which points more 
distinctly to the imminence of the 
new age. 


4. yeved xTA.] See xi. 16, and 
for the whole answer see on xii. 38 f. 
It avoids Mk.’s question, ‘Why doth 
this generation seek a sign ?’ (see on 
viii. 29), and it adds ‘ except the sign 
of Jonah.’ dr7jAGev abbreviates Mk.’s 
euBas drndOGev cis 1d wépav, but 
places eis 7d wépuv in the next verse. 


5-12. (Mk. viii. 14-21, Lk. xii. 1.) 
CONVERSATION ABOUT LEAVEN. 

5. Kat €A@dvres xTA.] Mt. adds 
ot waOnrat, perhaps ‘to make it clear 
that the subject of éreAdOovro did 
not include Christ’ (Allen). The 
transference of eis rd mépav makes 
the conversation to be held not in 
the boat (Mk.), which Mt. does not 
mention, but after the arrival at the 
other side of the lake; but if they 
had already reached Bethsaida (Mk. 
v, 22) they could at once buy bread. 
Mk. adds, ‘and they had not save one 
loaf (€va dprov) with them in the 
boat,’ which J. Weiss fancifully 
suggests was a mystical addition of a 
Johannine type, referring to Christ 
as the Bread of Life. 

6. oparextX.] See on viii. 4. On 
mpooexete dard (Mk. Agere dé) see 
x. 17. Mk. has ‘the leaven of the 
Pharisees and the leaven of Herod,’ 
which is obscure. It isnoteven certain 
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[XVI. 7 


of dé Stedoyifovro év 
yvovs S€ 6 


a t \ / / 
TEVTE dptrous TOV TEVTAKLO'XLALOV Kab TOCOUS Kopivous 


10 éNa Pere ; 
Ii mooas odupidas éXaBere ; 

el7rov Upiv; 
12Kal Yaddoveaiwv. 


whether two different kinds of leaven 
are meant. If it is one kind only, 
it may refer to their striving after 
political power (Wendt), or, more 
probably, to their hostility to Jesus, 
which had caused so hurried a depar- 
ture that bread had been forgotten (see 
note after v. 12). Mt. substituting 
‘Sadducees’ for ‘ Herod,’ interprets 
‘leaven’ as ‘teaching’ (v. 12), In 
Lk., where the warning, delivered 
in the presence of the people, has no 
connexion with lack of bread, but 
follows a statement (xi. 53f.) that 
the Scribes and Pharisees tried to 
catch Jesus in His talk, ‘the leaven 
of the Pharisees’ is explained by 
‘which is hypocrisy.’ 

7. ob d€ KTA.]  &v éavtots, Mk. 
mpos adAndovs; see on xxi. 25 b. 
This verse is probably the continua- 
tion of v, 5, and means simply ‘ they 
were [anxiously] discussing among 
themselves, saying (éru recit.), We 
did not bring any bread.’ This 
being due to the hurried departure 
from the hostility of the authorities, 
and the warning about leaven re- 
ferring to the same, they were 
wrongly combined in the Marcan 
tradition, so that the disciples are 
represented as thinking, with extra- 
ordinary obtuseness, that Jesus meant 
‘leaven’ literally. As it stands, 6ru 
apt, ovk éhdBopev (Mk. €xouev) may 
express surprise at the warning, when 
they had no bread of any kind with 


IQ N € \ BA a / SN 
ovdé Tovs émTa apTOUVS TOV TETPAaKLTXINL@Y Kat 
n a > Y 
TOS ov voEiTE OTL OV TeEpl aptov 
, \ b NX n 7 an i 

mpocéyete O€ amd THs Ciuns Tav Dapicaiov 
, a a2 , 
ToTe ouvnKkay STL ovK elmev TpocéyeLy 


them (ére recit.), or it may be 
elliptical: ‘[He said that] because we 
have taken, etc.’ (see Kiihner-Gerth, 
1. 37/1 m2), 

8. yvods 5€ xrA.] The Lord 
rebukes them for want of trust, in 
being anxious about bread in spite 
of the miracles which they had seen. 
On 6Avyérucrou see Vi. 30. 

9. ovrw ktX.] In Mk. the rebuke 
is more severe; it speaks of their 
heart as ‘hardened’ (rerwpwpevyy), 
and echoes the rebuke in Mk. iv. 12 
(Mt. xili. 13 ff). On Mts avoidance 
of this severity see viii. 26. By 
doing so he makes pynpovevere 
govern the following acc. (cf. 1 Thes. 
ii, 9, Apoc. xviii. 5). eAdBere (and 
in v. To) is chosen as a parallel with 
AaBetv (v. 5) and éAdBopev (v. 7). 
Mk.’s pare is the verb employed in 
all the synoptic accounts of the two 
miracles. Mt. omits @nd in v. 10) 
the disciples’ reply: Mk. A€yovow 
adr dadexa and Kal déyovow 
em TG, 

10. o0d€ KtX.] The evangelists 
frame the words to refer to the two 
miracles as separate events, 

II, 12, ms xTA.] Mk. closes the 
incident with kal édeyev adrois: 
Tas ov voeire; Mt. adds two verses 
to explain the occurrence of the 
warning of v. 6 in the context in 
which he found it placed by Mk. 
TOV &ptwv (v. 12) is probably a gloss, 
to make it clear that literal leaven 


XVI. 12] THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


237 


amo Ths Cipns tov dptwv adda amd Ths SiWayhs TeV 


Dapicaiov cal Laddsovealov. 


12 Twy aprwy] NBL 157 48°" 1 g 121 vg meaeth ; om D 124* Hab ff? S sin arm 
Leif; trwv Papicawy kar Laddovcawy N* 33 (om. x. Badd.) WH fF! S cur; rov aprov 


unee.red minn.pler 1 cfq S pesh 


is meant; so tov dprov in the 
lesser uncials. The addition rov 
Papicaiwy Kat LYaddovkaiwy is a 
mechanical repetition from v. 6. 

Mt. here omits Mk. viii. 22-26, 
the arrival at Bethsaida, and the 


healing of a blind man, probably for 
three reasons: Jesus uses material 
means, saliva, for the cure (cf. note 
on xy. 29-31); He asks the man a 
question (see on vili. 29); and the 
cure is not immediate but gradual. 


Additional Note on xiv. 13-xvi. 12. 


The events in this section marked a crisis in the Lord’s life. The 
preaching of the Twelve was followed by danger, for His fame reached the 
ears of Herod. The hostility of the religious authorities and the popular 
enthusiasm obliged Him to seek privacy with the disciples. 

The section consists of two parts, xiv. 13-xv. 31 and xv. 32-xvi. 12, 
which are probably not consecutive, but parallel, and serve to supplement 
each other. This can be seen more clearly in Mk., though Mt., for the most 
part, follows him closely. (On Lk.’s omission of Mk. vi. 45—viii. 26 see 
Oxf. Stud. 61-74.) The events may be sketched as follows :— 


Mt. Mk. Mt. Mk. 

(a) xiv. 13-21. vi. 31-44. | Miraculous feeding of a | xv. 32-38. viii. 1-9. 
multitude somewhere on 
the east of the lake. 

(d) 22-33. 45-52. | Crossing the lake. 39a. 10a. 

(c) 34-36. 53-50. ae at the west of the 39 b. Iob. 
ake. 

(d) xv. I-20, vii. 1-23. | Conflict with the authorities. | xvi. 1-4 a. Lise: 

(e) 21-28. 24-31. | Avoidance of the dominion 4 b-12. 13-21. 
of Antipas. 

(f) 29-31. 32-37. Boe on the east of the vacat. 22-26, 
ake. 


Either this is an extraordinary instance of history repeating itself, or, as 
Wellhausen suggests, an extended duplication has taken place in the 
tradition. : 

(a) The similarities in the accounts of the two miracles are so close that, 
if they occurred in the Old Testament, few students would hesitate to 
pronounce them duplicates from different sources. The differences are such 
as ‘would be likely to arise in the oral transmission of what was originally 
the same narrative’ (Stanton, Gospels as Hist. Doc. ii. 159). 

(b) In xv. 39a (Mk. viii. 10a) the bare fact is recorded of the crossing 
to the western shore. In xiv. 22-33 (Mk. vi. 45-52) oceurrences are related. 
in connexion with it. ; 

(¢) In xv. 39b (Mk. viii. rob) ‘the regions of Magadan’ (Mt.), ‘the 
parts of Dalmanutha’ (Mk.) probably represent approximately the same 
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district as that named Gennesaret in xiv. 34 (Mk. vi. 53). But in the 
latter, as in (6), occurrences are related in connexion with it. 

(d) Jesus was attacked by the religious authorities. In xvi. I-4a 
- (Mk. viii. 11, 12) they asked for a sign, which Jesus refused. But in xy. 
1-20 (Mk. vii. 1-23) their complaint leads to a discourse on Clean and 
Unclean. The former, in this case, probably stands rightly in this 
position, while xv. 1-20 seems to describe a different occasion; and if the 
landing at Gennesaret is the same as that at Magadan (Dalmanutha), the 
request for a sign forms a good sequel to the healings recorded in xiv. 35 f. 
(Mk. vi. 54 ff.); the Pharisees asked for a marvel more convincing than 
healings. 

(e) The conflict with the authorities led toa departure so hurried that 
the disciples forgot to provide themselves with food. Mk. makes the 
situation at this point clearer than Mt. It was necessary at once to 
leave the dominion of Antipas, because Herodian officials had made com- 
mon cause with the Pharisees (Mk. vill. 15; see on Mt. xvi. 6f.). The 
retirement from his territory is recorded in both forms of the tradition: 
in the former a long journey is made via the Tyrian district (where the 
daughter of the Canaanite woman was healed) and the Decapolis to the 
lake; in the latter this is not recorded, but the end of it appears in Mk. 
viii. -22 (not in Mt.), ‘and they come to Bethsaida.’ If this is not the end 
of the same journey, Jesus, in going to Magadan (Dalmanutha), had returned, 
with no stated reason, to Herod’s dominion,» which He wished to avoid. 
The only detail in the itinerary of the second tradition which conflicts with 
that in the first lies in the words ‘having embarked’ and ‘in the boat’ 
(Mk. viii. 13 f.; not Mt.). The compiler of Mk.’s second tradition knew 
that Jesus had left Herod’s dominion, and that He arrived at Bethsaida; 
but not being possessed of the Tyrian narrative he would, very naturally, 
assume that He crossed the lake in the ordinary. way. Apart from this, 
the conversation about leaven could be explained as held on the road, as 
they started for Phoenicia. : 

(f) The two traditions in Mk. differ as to the act of healing performed 
on the east of the lake. But it is noteworthy that only in these two cases 
is the Lord recorded to have used saliva. Both can, of course, be historical, 
in which case one or other of them belonged to a different occasion ; but 
the striking point of similarity caused them to occupy the same position in 
the two traditions. (Mt. substitutes a general statement of healing for the 
one, and omits the other.) 


13-20. (Mk. viii. 27-30, Lk. ix. 
18-21.) - S, Peter’s ConFESSION OF 
Falta. 


Jesus was praying kata pdvas (see on 
xiv. 23). The moment was critical. 
The public ministry in Galilee was at 


13. €AOdv kTA.] Mk. has en ev, 
2.e, out of Bethsaida, which Mt. has 
not mentioned, and adds kat pabyrai 
avrod, omitted by Mt. as unnecessary 
(cf. xiv. 13). Lk. has no note of place ; 


an end, the journey towards the Cross 
was soon to begin ; arid He wished to 
draw the disciples into closer sym- 
pathy with Himself than ever before. 
So He led them northwards again, 
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into the ‘ parts’ (Mk. the ‘ villages ’) of 
Caesarea Philippi. Formerly Paneas, 
itwas named after Philip the tetrarch, 
who had rebuilt it, and was thus dis- 
tinguished from the Caesarea on the 
Mediterranean. It lay mpos tats 
anyais Tod lopddvov'(Jos. Ant, XVIII. 
ii. 1), at the foot of Hermon, about 
23 miles from Bethsaida. Mt. places 
the incident after the arrival at 
Caesarea, Mk. ev ry 659. 

tiva Néyovow xtd.] By employ- 
ing the Messianic title, so well known 
to himself, Mt. anticipates the revela- 
tion to S. Peter (v. 16). Mk. 7. pe 
dey. of GvOp. civ.; Lk. 7. pe ot 
6xAou dey. efv.} The addition of 
pe in Mt. (see Appar.) is probably 
due to Mk., LE., but if it is correct, 
tT. vidv T. dvOpémrov may be a scribe’s 
gloss. It is impossible to explain it, 
with Iren., al., as a double question : 
‘ ... say that lam? The Son of 
Man ?’ 

14. of de efrav xtA.] They had 
not liked to tell Him the guesses 
that they had heard from time to 
time. The first guess had been 
made by Antipas (xiv. 2), the second 
expressed a wide-spread expectation 
(xvii. 10 f,, xxvii. 47, Jo. i. 21; see 
p. 34f.). Mt. alone has ‘Jeremiah’ 
(cf. ii. 17, xxvii. 9), to whom: the 
other evangelists never refer. For 
popular traditions about him see 2 
Mac. ii. 1-12, xv. 14 f., and 4 Esd. ii. 
18, ‘mittam tibi adiutorium pueros 
meos Isaiam et Hieremiam, which 


illustrates the expectation of other 
prophets also (and see xvii. 3). 

15. duets S€ kTA.] The question, © 
with its emphatic iets, is identical 
in the three synoptists. The tone 
of the disciples’ answer may have 
indicated their attitude to the popular 
guesses, but not their own convictions. 
The joy with which the Lord received 
S. Peter’s answer shews the eagerness 
with which He must have asked the 
question. Spitta is led by his pre- 
ference for Lk. to explain the question 
as meaning ‘What have you been 
saying about Me in your preaching ?’ 
Peter answered, ‘We have been saying 
that Thou art ‘‘the Messiah of God”’; 
and in the next verse Jesus rebukes 
them for doing so, and bids them in 
future to say nothing about it. 

16, daoxpiGeis krX.] The double 
name Simon Peter (Mk. 6 Ilérpos, 
Lk. Ilérpos), frequent in Jo. recurs 
in the synoptists in Lk. v. 8 only 
(but see Mt. iv. 18, x. 2). It looks 
forward to v.17 f. S. Peter was the 
first to realize the truth, but when is 
not stated; v. 20.does not make it 
clear whether the others had learnt 
it before this moment. 

av ei kTA.] Mk. od ef 6 ypwros, 
Lk. tov x. Tov Oeod, neither of 
which is found in the O.T.; see, 
however, 2 Regn. xxiii. 1, xpurrds 
Geov *IaxwB. But (6) xp. Kupiov is 
frequent, and xp. pov, avtov, also 
occur. Mt.’s addition, ‘the Son of 
the living God,’ is based on the O.T. 
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On the ‘Son of God’ see viii. 29. 
6 Beds 6 (@v occurs only in xxvi. 
63, Ps. xli. [xlii.] 3, but Qeds (av 
is frequent in the Epp. and the Lxx. 
The Sonship which Jesus claimed 
was the present fact of which the 
Messiahship was to be the future, and 
immediate, outcome (See p. xxiv. f.). 
The Resurrection first gave to the 
disciples the realization of the double 
truth (cf. Rom. i. 4) which Mt. here ex- 
presses. S. Peter’s inspired certainty 
of that for which the Baptist had 
dimly hoped (xi. 3) was in advance 
of the popular guesses (v. 14, ix. 27, 
see n.), but on the other hand lacked 
elements which had still to be learnt 
(v. 21). In Mk., Lk. the disciples 
had never before confessed the Lord’s 
Messiahship ; and the two following 
verses imply that it was a conviction 
expressed for the first time. The 
previous confession in xiv. 33 is 
condemned on literary grounds ; and 
the present scene is deprived of all 
significance if the disciples knew the 
truth from the first, as in Jo. i. 41 
(see p. 35, 1. 3) 

17-19. Absent from Mk, Lk. On 
the prominence of S. Peter in Mt. 
see x. 2. Wellhausen says that it 
is impossible that the passage can 
have been written during his life- 
time, so that he could read it. Why 
it is impossible is not clear. But 
in any case the facts might be true, 
though not committed to writing 
before his death. Palestinian tradi- 
tions reached Mt. which were un- 
known to Mk. and Lk. Various 
explanations are suggested by those 
who deny its genuineness; @g. it is 
an elaborated version of the apostle’s 
call, or of the Lord’s first meeting 


_clamation see v. 3. 


_ Jesus, 


\ 
Kayo S€ gor rAéywo Str ov e Ilérpos, 


-with him, or of His appearance to 


him after the Resurrection ; or it 
is an offset of his fall; or, more 
generally, a story which grew up 
to account for the position accorded 
to him as head of the Church in 
Apostolic times. The last is probably 
true of vy. 19. But wv. 17, 18 stand 
on a different footing; they deal 
with the Lord’s Messiahship and 
Resurrection, and assign no official 
position to 8. Peter. 

17, pakdpwos «xtX.] On the ex- 
On the form 
Zipwyv, the name by which the Lord 
always (except Lk. xxii. 34) addressed 
S. Peter, see x) 2. “Bar-jona as 
probably ‘ son of Jonah’ (not ‘John’ 
as in Jo. i. 42, xxi. 15 ff., and Gosp. 
Heb). 83) (Heb. 72) is not found 
as an ‘abbreviation of 204, although 
*Iwvav -vas -vaé (=John) occur in 
some Lxx. MSS. (Hatch-Redp. iii. 
s.v.). ‘#lesh and blood’ is frequent 
in Rabb. writings for humanity in 
contrast with God; cf. Gal. i. 16, 
Eph. vi. 12, Heb. ii. 14. Human 
lips had not taught him the truth. 
therefore, throughout His 
human life till this point had never 
revealed it to the disciples; hence 
He cannot, before this point, have 
applied to Himself the Messianic 
title ‘the Son of Man’ (see p. xxiv. f.). 
He had spoken of His Sonship (xi. 
27), but not of the further truth 
which it involved. 

18. Kay@ 6€ xtX.] The emphasis 
is not on ‘Thou art Peter’ over 
against ‘Thou art the Christ,’ but 
on kayo: ‘The Father hath revealed 
to thee one truth, and I also tell 
you another.” On kal... S€ see 
Blass, § 77. 12 (fim). The name 
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Peter had been conferred long before 
(Mk, iii. 16, Lk. vi. 14). It is here 
introduced as affording a word- 
play: ‘Thou art Képha, and on this 
Képha I will’ etc. (cf. Gen. xxvii. 
36). The Aram. word is fem., and 
rightly represented by wérpa ‘rock’ ; 
Tlérpos ‘stone’ is not intended to 
differ in meaning, but was chosen 
because the masc, was more suitable 
for a man’s name. As a subst. 
(= AlGos) it occurs in bibl. Gk. in 
2 Mac. i. 16, iv. 41 only. Thus the 
word-play need not necessarily have 
originated only in the Gk. (as Dell, 
Zvi. 1914,.1 ff). 
kal ert ratty KTA.] It does not 
follow from the word-play that ‘this 
rock’ must be Peter. It can, indeed, 
be he; cf. the similar metaphors ap- 
plied to apostles in Gal. ii. 9, Eph. ii. 
20, Apoc. xxi. 14,and the Rabb. legend 
quoted by Taylor, Jewish Fathers’, 
160: ‘When the Holy One... saw 
Abraham who was going to arise, He 
said, Lo I have discovered a petra 
. (8105) to build and to found the 
world upon. Therefore He called 
Abraham rock (018), as it is said, 
Look unto the rock whence ye were 
hewn.’ In this case the words are 
addressed to Peter as an individual, 
not as bishop of Rome. But if he 
is the ‘rock,’ ratty is strange after 
the direct ot ef II. It would be 
more natural if the Lord were speak- 
ing of him in the third person to 
the other disciples. Nor is it more 
natural if the ‘rock’ is Jesus Him- 
self (Aug. in Jo. tract. exxiv. al.). 
The reference is probably to the 
truth which the apostle had pro- 
claimed; the fact of the Lord’s 
Messiahship was to be the immov- 
able bed-rock on which His ‘ ecclesia’ 
would. stand secure. Of. 1 Cor. 
iii, 10 f, (S. Paul’s teaching is a 


‘foundation,’ at the same time that 
Jesus Christ is the ‘ foundation’), 
Ps, exviii. [exix.] 152, els roy aidva 
Ceperingas ard [sc. Ta papTipid 
gov]. This is almost necessitated 
by the next clause, ‘and the gates 
of Hades, ete,’ 


oikodounow  KTA.] exkAnoia 
recurs only in xviii, 17 in the 
Gospels. In the Luxx. it usually 


represents 2, @.e. Israel, either as 
a body or assembled as a congrega- 
tion. Cf. Ac. vii. 38 (an O.T. refer- 
ence), Heb, ii. 12 (Lxx.), Occasion- 
ally=77Y, the ecclesiastical term 
employed in P, which is mostly 
rendered by cvvaywy7, the latter 
being also the rendering of several 
other words. In later Aram. NNT 
and NNW") are related as éxxAnoia 
and guvaywyy.  Eus. (Lheoph. iv. 
II) uses the former for Christian, 
the latter Zhsais) for Jewish, 
assemblies, Epiph. (Haer. xxx. 18) 
says of the Ebionites on the E. of 
Jordan cvvaywyiyv b€ otro. KaAovor 
Tv éavTov exkAnolav, Kat odyt 
éexkAnoiav. But NNW does not 
seem to have been an early Palest. 
word. S%cur.pesh have it here and 
in xvili. 17, while the Pal. lect. has 
Theos in both places Ssin 
has the latter in xviii. 17, but is 
not extant here. It is probable, 
therefore, that the original word 
here was NNW23, the Lord employ- 
ing, as a native of Palestine, the 
Palest. word to describe His body 
of followers. That body would be 
built up upon the foundation fact 
of His Messiahship ; it did, in fact, 
grow into the Catholic Church. 
For Mt.’s Greek readers éxxAnoia 
was the only possible word to ex- 
press the Christian body as distinct 
from .Jews. J. Weiss objects that 
‘my Church’ “‘assumes an emancipa- 
R 
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tion from the Church of the Jewish 
people, ‘the congregation of Jahwe,’ 
which Jesus can scarcely have ex- 
pected or striven for in this manner.” 
But He had just ended His public 
ministry in Galilee, had taken the 
disciples a long journey alone, and 
was about to go to Jerusalem with 
the avowed intention of being killed ; 
no moment was more suitable for 
preparing His followers to become 
a new body, isolated both from the 
masses and from the civil and 
religious authorities. 

kal wvAat KTA.] Hades, like the 
ecclesia, is spoken of as a building. 
But the meaning can hardly be ‘not 
even the gates of Hades shall surpass 
it in strength’ (Plummer) ; the gates 
of one building cannot strictly be 
compared with another building 
considered as a whole. The usual 
explanation is that there will be 
warfare between Hades and the 
ecclesia, and that the former will not 
be victorious. This might refer to 
persecutions (Wellh.) or to tempta- 
tions. It is assumed that ‘the gates 
of H’ are equivalent to ‘ Hades,’ and 
that again to the powers of evil 
which dwell there: ‘the organized 
powers of evil shall not prevail 
against the organized society which 
represents My teaching’ (Allen), But 
apart from this awkward metonymy, 
it is doubtful if Hades was ever 
thought of as the abode of the powers 
of evil, from which they emerge to 
injure men. In xi. 23 (Lk. x. 15) 
it symbolizes punitive destruction, 
in Lk. xvi. 23 an intermediate state 
of punishment, and in Ac. ii, 27 
[uxx.], 31 it is the state of the 
departed generally, «¢. death; in 
Apoc. (i. 18, vi. 8, xx. 13 f) it is 
always coupled with @dvaros. In 
the O.T. the ‘gates of Hades (Sheol) ’ 


never bears any other meaning (Is. 
xxxviii. 10, Wisd. xvi. 13, 3 Mac. 
v.-§1;- ef. Ps. Sol) xvi. 2); so “the 
bars of Sheol’ (Job xvii. 16, not 
Lxx.). It is synon. with ‘gates of 
death’ (Ps. ix. 14 [13], evi. [evii-] 
18, Job xxxvili, 17). (For the % 
rendering ‘the gate-bars of Sheol’ 
in Ephr., al. see Burkitt, Hv. da Meph. 
ii, 119, 156, 170.) And that is 
probably the Lord’s meaning. The 
ecclesta is built upon the Messiahship 
of her Master, and death, the gates 
of Hades, will not prevail against 
her by keeping Him imprisoned. 
It was a mysterious truth, which He 
was soon to tell them in plain words 
(v. 21); it is echoed in Ac. ii. 24, 
31. The meaning is not altered if 
adrhs refers to mérpa, but the pron. 
more naturally refers to the nearer 
subst. Loisy’s explanation (death 
prevails against all men, but it shall 
not prevail against the Church) is 
allied to this, but he does not point 
out the allusion to the Resurrection. 
Tatian seems to have read ‘And He 
said, Blessed art thou, Simon; and 
the gates of Hades shall not pre- 
vail against thee; thou art Peter’ 
(Harnack, Z. f. Kircheng. tv. iv. 484), 
which Wernle (Die Syn. Frage, 135) 
explains as a promise to S. Peter 
that he should not die before the 
Parousia. For xaruryveww ¢. gen. 
ef. Wisd. vii. 30 (NA) codias Sé od 
KaTurXver Kakia. 

19a. ddcw cot xTX.] Roman, 
and many Protestant, writers explain 
the ‘keys’ as the authority to admit 
to, or exclude from, the Church ; 
the former claiming the authority 
for all bishops of Rome, the latter 
confining it to the apostle, and 
pointing, for instance, to his admis- 
sion of the Gentiles. This, however, 
is not the meaning naturally sug- 
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gested by the metaphor. S. Peter 
is not to be the ‘coelestis regni 
janitorem’ (Hil), but the chief 
steward, the major domus, in the 
Kingdom ; the ‘ keys’ are the symbol 
of rule and authority, entrusted by 
the real Holder, the otxoderrdrns ; 
ef. Apoc. iii. 7 (based on Is. xxii. 22). 
The genuineness of the words dacw 

. ovpavay is very doubtful. The 
conception of the ‘Kingdom of 
Heaven’ is utterly different from that 
expressed elsewhere in the Lord’s 
teaching. It is here the Christian 
» Church in which the apostle is given 
the chief authority. And if Jesus 
really gave him this authority in the 
hearing of the disciples, the subse- 
- quent dispute (xviii. 1) as to which 
of them was the greatest is inexplic- 
able, and scarcely less so the question 
asked by the apostle himself in xix. 27. 
19b. kai 6 édv xtX.] The apostle 

is to hold not only administrative, 
but also legislative,authority. ‘Bind’ 
and ‘loose’ appear to represent the 
Aram. DN and NW, which were 
technical terms for the verdict of a 
teacher of the Law who, on the 
strength of his expert knowledge of 
‘the oral tradition, declared some 
action or thing ‘bound’ 4.¢. forbidden, 
or ‘loosed’ 7.¢ permitted. Many 
things, eg., which the school of 
Shammai ‘bound,’ that of Hillel 
‘loosed.’ The apostle would, in the 
coming Kingdom, be like a great 
scribe or Rabbi, who would deliver 
decisions on the basis, not of the 
Jewish law, but of the teaching of 


Jesus, which ‘fulfilled’ it. His de- 


cisions on earth would be endorsed 
‘in Heaven,’ 1.2. by God. (On the 
periphrasis for the divine name see 
Dalm. Words, 213 f£., 218 f.) 


Tore 20 


That the -words describe an 
authority to absolve from sin, and 
to refuse to absolve, is improbable 
in view of the Jewish parallels. 
Avew is, indeed, used of forgiving in 
the ©.T. (is. xl 2; Sir. xxviii. 2),’ 
and similarly NW in the Talm. and 
Midrashim (Dalm. op. cit.) ; but there 
is no evidence that the converse 
could be expressed by déev. It was 
natural that patr. writers should 
connect the saying with Jo. xx. 23, 
but there is no necessary connexion ; 
nor can it be shewn that the latter 
passage was due to a misunderstand- 
ing of the present one. But even 
if it was, the authority of the Church 
to forgive the sins of its members 
does not stand or fall with either 
passage; it rests ultimately upon 
the truth underlying Mt. ix. 6 (gee 
note). The two halves of the present 
verse contain different metaphors and 
meanings. In xvili. 18 the same 
authority to bind and loose is given 
to all the disciples, and that passage 
has probably been applied by the 
evangelist to S, Peter. 


20. Tote kTX.] S. Peter now knew 
the fact of the Messiahship, but was 
still ignorant (v. 21 f.) of all that it 
involved; the masses, therefore, would 
certainly misinterpret it of an earthly 
sovereignty,-and be roused to excite- 
ment or even rebellion. émeriunoev 
(see on xii. 16) has good support, 
but may be due to Mk. Lk.; for 
the vl. dueoreiAaro with the late 
meaning ‘enjoined’ cf. Ac. xv. 24, 
Heb. xii. 20, and Mk.® The explicit 
tt avtds é 6 xpiords for Mk.’s epi 
avrov (Lk. tovro) was rendered 
necessary by the interposition of 
vv. 17-19. 
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21. dad rote KT] Mt. here 
marks the opening of the second 
division of the Lord’s teaching (see 
on iv. 17): from this time onwards 
He taught that Messiahship involved 
suffering and death. It was ordered 
in the divine providence (de@; cf. 
xvii. 10, xxiv. 6, xxvi. 35, 54, Mk. 
vili. 31, xiii. 10, and more frequently 
in Lk). The idea of a suffering 
Messiah was probably alien to the 
Jewish thought of the time (Dalman, 
Der leidende u, d. sterbende Messias), 
and proved an. insoluble enigma to 
the disciples (cf. xvii. 23). For a 
good study of the thoughts of Jesus 
on the subject see E. F. Scott, The 
Kingdom and the Messiah, ch. vili. 
*Incovs Xpiords is probably the true 
reading; the title may have been 
an early scribal addition (Allen), but 
Mt. probably added it as being suit- 
able at the present juncture; and 
having named the Messiah he writes 
abtov for tov vidv Tov dvOparov 
(Mk., Lk). 

ets “lepoodAvpa xtA.] Mt. adds 
the mention of Jerusalem, and omits 
Kal aodoktpac Onvat (Mk., Lk.). On 
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*TepoodAvpa see ii, 1. On dard (Mt., 
Lk.) for id (Mk) see Moulton, i. 
102. At what period the Lord first 
knew that He would suffer a violent 
death cannot be determined; the 
probability must often have suggested 
itself when He set His face against 
the current ideas and practices, and 
when He avoided the dominion of 
Antipas after the Baptist’s death ; 
cf. also ix. 15, Lk, xiii. 32f The 
several predictions. of His Passion 
may not represent His actual words, 
but they rightly express the fact that 
He spoke, from now onwards, freely 
on the subject. 

‘Elders, high-priests, and Scribes’ 
includes the whole Sanhedrin (see on 
ii. 4). All who did not belong to 
the last two classes were called ‘elders,’ 
laymen as well as less important 
priests; cf. yepovoia (1 Mac. xii. 
6, 3 Mac. i. 8) and the early ‘3p? 
Seay (Exod. xvii. 5). For the late 
form aroKxravOnvar (so Mk, Lk.) ef. 
Mk. ix. 31, 1 Maze. ii. 9. 

Kal TH Tpity KTA.] So Lk. Mk. 
kK, pera, Tpeis Hpepas avaoryvar If 


_ the Messiah was to come from Heaven, 


He must first depart thither, and the 
Resurrection was therefore ‘neces- 
sary.’ The argument is the converse 
of that in Eph.iv.9. ‘On the third 
day’ and ‘after three days’ were 
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understood to mean the same. The 
former occurs almost universally in 
patr. citations from the Gospels, and 
was adopted in the Creeds, varied 
only by did tpwwy yyépwv or tpri)- 
pepov, See on xii. 40, and Swete 
on Mk. viii. 31. Cf. Jer. xxxiv. 14, 
‘at the end of seven years,’ corre- 
sponding with Deut. xv. 12, ‘in the 
seventh year” éyep@jva and dva- 
oTnvat are both used by Mk, Lk. 
(only the former by Mt.) of the 
_ Resurrection; cf. Is. xxvi, 19 (both 
verbs), Dan. xii. 2 (Theod. and Lxx, 
respectively). dvaorivas ext 7d épyor, 
eyepOjvar e€ drvov (Ammon.). Mk, 
adds kat rappynoia tov Adyov eAd Aen. 
The disciples had now learnt enough 
to be in a position to hear the truth 
in plain language. (On an interest- 
ing variant in Mk. see Burkitt, JT2S., 
Oct. 1900, 110 ff.) 

22. Kal mporAaPdopuevos xtX.] Lk. 
spares the apostle by omitting the 
passage. mpooAaPBduevos (so Mk.) 
does not recur in the Gospels. It 
may be merely redundant, like AaBov 
‘(xili. 31 note); cf. the frequent Mp") 
in the O.T. But it may mean 
literally that Peter ‘drew Him to 
him,’ with a gesture implying pro- 
tection if not superiority (cf. Ac. 
Xvili. 26, Rom. xiv. 1, xv. 7, Philem. 
17). It need not mean that he 
took Him aside. Scur (Mt.) has 
‘drew near and said, sin (Mk.) 
~‘as though pitying Him said to 
Him.’ 

ihews wou kTA.] Mt. alone supplies 
the words of the remonstrance. The 
first three are a mere exclamation, 
‘[May God be] gracious to thee, 
Lord!’ (Aram. Dn, Heb. mbsbny ; ef. 


2 Regn. xx. 20, 1 Chr. xi. 19, 1 Mac. 
ii, 21. tAews Huiv TAdtov kal 
evrav0a (Letronne, Recueil des Inser. 
gr. et lat. de V Egypte, ii. 286; and 
see 524). ur) yévouro is equivalent ; 
ef. Lk. xx. 16, where S cur has oy 
as here, adding ‘and it shall not be.’ 
On ov pax) see Moulton, i. 188 ff. 

23. 0 6€ xtX.] Mk. ériortpadeis. 
Jesus turned, not away from, but 
towards him, thus facing the dis- 
ciples (id@v tr. pabytas avtod Mk.) 
who were behind. Mk. seems to 
suggest that He spoke because He 
saw them, t.e. saw in their looks 
that they were of the same mind as 
S. Peter, whose remonstrance had 
been persuasive enough to constitute 
a real temptation. 

Uraye KTA.] The words have 
been explained metaphorically as a 
command to the Satan that spoke 
in the apostle to move behind Jesus, 
instead of standing in His way to 
the Cross. But pov is possibly an 
early mistake for cov, which would 
be a lit. rendering of an Aram. idiom, 
equivalent to um. oricw or simply 
traye. On this, and on the name 
‘Satan, see iv. 10. It was a critical 
instance of the’ temptation there 
depicted, to work out His victorious 
career according to human. prompt- 
ings and not after the divine way of 
suffering. 

okdvdarov «tA.] The first three 
words are in Mt. only. Asa man who’ 
harboured demons identified himself 
with them (Mk. v. 9), so the Lord 
treated Peter as possessed, addressing 
him and Satan in the same sentence. 
He rebuked not his impulsiveness but 
his ‘bent of mind’ (ppdvnpa), which, 
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on the subject of the Messiah, had not 
yet fully reached to 7a Tov Geod, 
but still clung to the current notions 


and hopes; to him ‘ Christ crucified’ 


was a stumbling-block (1 Cor. i. 23), 
and he thereby became himself a 
stumbling-block. On oxdévéadoyv see 
xiii. 41. For povety ta tuvos cf. 
Est. xvi. 1, 1 Mac. x. 20, and non- 
bibl. reff. in Swete. S. Paul widens 
its range to include the spiritual 
state of the whole man (Rom. viii. 
§ ff, Phil. iit./19, Col. iit -2), 

24-28, (Mk, viii. 34-ix. 1, Lk. ix. 
232703) Chaat X-e3 Oils wu exl Von 2i7/5 
xvii. 33.) SELF-SACRIFICE. 

24. Tore kTAX.] Mk. Kal mpoo- 
karerdpevos Tov dxAov adv Tois 
pabnrais adrov. Lk. etrev 8€ mpds 
mavras. Mt. Lk. follow Mk. in 
placing the section here, as cognate 
to the Lord’s predictions of His 
sufferings. But the mention of the 
dxAos is unexpected, and suggests 
that the passage belongs to a different 
context. Mt. avoids the difficulty 
by making it addressed only to the 
disciples. Spitta, who thinks that 
all the events in Mk, vi. 35—viii. 274 
(Mt. xiv. 15-xvi. 13a) are a later 
addition to the Grundschrift, as also 
the feeding of the 5000 in LK. ix. 12— 
17, reads too much into Lk.’s efrev 8€ 
mpos avras, explaining it as a return 
to the multitudes after the Lord had 
retired kata pdvas for prayer (v. 18), 
the multitudes being those who had 
followed Him to Bethsaida (v. 10 f.). 

ev tis KTA.] So Mk. to évexev 
éuov. <A follower of Jesus must be 


Te yap adpednOnoetar 


prepared for self-surrender even to 
the death. The same sequence, 
attached to another saying on the 
condition of discipleship, occurs in 
Q (x. 38, Lk. xiv. 27, omitting drap- 
vnodcOw éavt.). The disciple must 
be prepared not only for private self- 
mortification, but for public humilia- 
tion, ‘crucifixion.’ This was what 
S. Peter had just deprecated for his 
Master. dpdrw represents the same 
Aram. as AapBdver (Lk. Baordééer) in 
x. 38, where, as here, the words do 
not necessarily predict the exact 
manner of the Lord’s death. Lk.’s 
addition xa0’ yépav is a spiritual 
comment of abiding value. déicw 
jw @XOeciv (LK. epyerOar) represents 
the same Aram, as dkoAovGeitw pov 
and dxoAov0e. (Lk. épxerat) éricw 
pov in x. 38. The meaning may 
therefore be (imitating an Aram. 
construction), ‘If any wishes to be 
My follower, let him... take up 
his cross, and (so) let him—ze, and 
then he may—be My follower, a 
positive form of the negative warning 
in Lk. xiv. 27 (Wellh.). In any 
case ‘deny himself and take up his 
cross’ defines the true meaning of 
‘ following.’ 


25. Os ydp KTA.] See on x. 39. 
After €vexev éuo0 (so Lk.) Mk. has 
kal Tov evayyeAiov, which is prob- 
ably due to later editing; see on 
Aye pabe Loy 

26, ti ydp x«tA.] A similar 
thought, emphasizing the former half 
of the paradox in v, 25. Cf. Apoc. 
Bar. li. 15, ‘For what then have 
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kal ToTe 
men lost their life, and for what 
have those who. were on earth ex- 
changed their souls?’ A supple- 
mentary thought is contained in 
I Cor. xiii. 3. The xdécpos is ‘the 
external considered as a counter 
attraction to the spiritual and 
eternal’ (Swete); see 1 Cor. vii. 33 f, 
Gal. vi. 14, Jam. iv. 4. It is fre- 
quent in the Johannine writings ; 
see especially 1 Jo. ii. 15 ff. 
_  tyv 8 poxyv KtA.] ‘Be forced 
to lose his (higher) self as the price 
or fine’ (so Lk, éavriv dé amoderas 
 (npwwGeis), not only at the. final 
Judgment, however close that may 
be, but now by an inherent necessity. 
It is either God or mammon. For 
(npuodv c. ace. of price cf. Deut. xxii. 
19, Prov. xix. 16 [19] (AC), Philo, 
Ebr. 3 (quoted by Swete). Képdos and 
(npia are contrasted in Phil. iii. 7 ; 
ef. two sayings of Menander, quoted 
by Lightfoot, Hor. Heb. ad loc. 

H th Sdoe KtX.] Mk. ri yap 
607. A man must give, surrender, his 
life, and nothing less, to God; no 
dvTddAaypa is possible (cf. Ps. xlviii. 
[xlix.]8). Thisemphasizes the thought 
of v. 25 b, while v. 26a emphasizes that 
of v.25 a. Lk. missés the parallelism 
by omitting this sentence. In Mk. 
yap is parallel, not consecutive, with 
the former ydép, and Mt. so under- 
stands it. The metaphor of price 
continues. dvtéAAaypa (not else- 
where in N.T.; dAAaypa also in 
LXx.) is an equivalent for exchange : 
purchase-money (3 Regn. xx. [xxi] 
2(A), Job xxviii. 15),a bribe (Am. 
y. 12), an equivalent for a ~ux7 
or person (Sir, vi. 15, xxvi. 14, xliv. 


> p>? c uf \ ‘. a 2 ng 
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17). The only real equivalent for 
human life is the Perfect Life (xx. 
28). The saying cannot mean that 
a lost soul can never be redeemed : 
‘or els what shall a man geve to 
redeme his soule agayne with all?’ 
(Tynd.). 

27. péeAdXAe ydp xtX.] Nothing » 
is more valuable than the higher 
self, for there is a Judgment to 
eome. Mt. forms this sentence out 
of a saying in Mk. (Lk.) similar to 
that in Mt. x. 33 (Lk. xii 9). For 
the thought of the Messiah in glory 
cf, noche xly.0035 six 10, 1x11. 2,5, 
lxix. 27 (cited by Allen); but His 
glory is the glory of the Father. 
Lk. distinguishes them: év Ty 
d6€) attod Kal tov matpds Kat 
Tov ayiwv ayyédwv. The Parousia 
with the angels is based on Zech. 
Xiv. 5, Kal 7£e. Kiptos 6 Oeds pov, 
kal mévres of Gyo per avrod. 
For ‘the holy ones’ of the angels 
(Mk., Lk. ‘the holy angels,’ cf. Job 
v. I (Uxx.), Ac. x. 22, Apoc. xiv. 10) 
see Job l.c. (Heb.), Dan. iv. 10 [13] 
(Lxx. ayyeAos, Theod. dysos), viii. 
13, Jude 14 (=Enoch i. 9), and 
probably 1 Thes. iii, 13 (see Milli- 
gan); cf. also Bousset, Rel. d. Jud.’ 
369. Only Mt. adds atrod after 
dyyéAwv, emphasizing the divine 
authority of the glorified Christ ; 
Ge Sach, AN soehe, Che 

kat tote KTA.] The words recall 
Pay isda xd, | 23 sachs Prov: xxiv. 12, 
Ps.-Sol, xvii. 10, Apoc. xxii 12. 
For mpaguyv cf. Sir. xxxii. [xxxv.] 24, 
éws avtarodo avOpdrw Kata Tas 
mpdéers aivrov. The expectation 
that the Judgment would take place 
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at the beginning of the Messianic 
Kingdom, found. in the earlier 
apocalypses, prevails in the N.T. 
except in the Apoc., where, as in 
the later apocalypses, it is postponed 
till the end of the temporary 
Messianic rule. The Judgment is 
spoken of in Mt. indifferently as the 
act of the Son (vii. 22 f., xiii. 41, 
xxv. 31-46), or of the Father (vi. 4, 
Osi 185 20532 dey VAT Sih) meV es 
Lk. (‘the Son of Man shall be 
ashamed of him’) probably imply 
the former; Mt. states it explicitly. 

28. duijv x7tX.] Connected with 
the foregoing in Mt, Lk.: the 
arrival of the Son of Man for judg- 
ment will take place in the near 
future. But Mk. begins with xai 
éXeyev avtots as though it were an 
isolated saying from another context. 
On dyjv xtrA. see v. 18. 7. be 
ectotwv (Lk. 7. atrov éoTnKOTwy) ; 
ef, (xxvii, (73, Dan) vil 163) this 
transposes Mk.’s order tTuves Ode TOV 
eoTnkoTwy, his participle probably 
representing the Aram. }**p ‘living,’ 
‘alive’ (freq. in Targ.); see Burkitt, 
Ev. da Meph. on Mk. ix. 1.  otrwves 
‘who [for all that]’; see Moulton, i. 
92. ‘Taste death’ is found in N. 
Heb. and Aram., but not in the O.T. ; 
Ch JO, evil) 52). Heb, dia Olsmasee 
death, Ps. Ixxxviii. [Ixxxix.] 49, Lk. 
ii, 26. They will not taste death 
because the great consummation will 
prevent it; cf. 1 Thes. iv. 15. 

For the Hebraic év ry B. avr. ‘in, 
or with, His sovereignty’ cf. Lk. xxiii. 
42 (SAC) Mk. has +r. Baorrciov 
Tov Geov éAndAvOviav ev Svvdper. 
Lk. t. Bac. tod Oeod. Mt’s form 
of the words continues the foregoing 


thought of the divine prerogatives 
of the Messiah (on which he dwells 
more than Mk. and Lk.), but that 
need not involve a different concep- 
tion of the ‘kingdom’; nor need 
‘arrived in power’ (Mk.) imply a 
contrast with a present kingdom 
which is not in power. The saying, 
in all three forms, is in accord with 
x, 23, xxlv. 34) (Mite xesoN ke 
Xxl. 32); and some definite utterances 
of Jesus on the immediacy of His 
return are presupposed by the ex- 
pectations of it in apostolic times. 
It is false exegesis to blur the strong 
Jewish colouring of His words. But 
Christians can recognize that they 
received, or rather began to receive, 
their fulfilment at Pentecost, and 
that every subsequent catastrophe, 
or crisis, or demonstration of divine 
power, has been a gateway to a 
new era, a step in the age-long 
process of their complete fulfil- 
ment,-the culmination of which is 
beyond our sight. It is even less 
permissible to explain them literally 
as referring to the Transfiguration 
(Hac. Theod. ap. Clem. Al. § 4; this 
Valentinian explanation was followed 
by Hil, Ephr., Chrys, Jer. and 
others); in no sense can the Kingdom 
of God, or the Son of Man, be said 
to ‘come’ in that vision. 


xvii, 1-8. (Mk. ix. 2-8, Lk. ix. 
28-36; cf. 2 Pet. i 16b-18.) Tue 
TRANSFIGURATION. 

b. Kal we” Huepas KTA.] So Mk. 
This means ‘on the sixth day,’ on the 
analogy of ‘after three days’ (Mk. 
viii. 31). Lk., less precisely, ‘about 
eight days after these words” Like 
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David (2 Sam. xxiii. 8 ff.), the Son 
of David had his picked body of 
three; they were allowed to accom- 
pany Him in the house of Jairus 
(Mk. v. 37), and in Gethsemane (Mt. 
XxvVl. 37); and see Mk. i. 29, xiii. 
3. Ilérpov alone has the article: 
‘the Peter who has just been 
mentioned’ (Blass, § 46. 10). ava- 
pépery ‘to cause to go up’ is rare; 
Lk. xxiv. 51, Neh. xii. 31, Dan. vi. 
23 (Theod.) only; elsewhere in the 
N.T. and oftenin the xx. it is ‘to 
offer (sacrifice). If the high moun- 
tain (dpos dyvov 2 Pet.) was near 
Caesarea, it was probably Mt. 
Hermon, some 14 miles to the north, 
The other disciples were left either 
at the foot, or probably at Caesarea 
(see v. 14). On the tradition that 
it was Mt. Tabor in the S. of Galilee 
see iv. 8. Lk. says, ‘He went up 
into the mountain to pray’ (see on 
xiv. 23) which, with trvw (v. 32), 
implies that it was night. 

2. kal petepoppwn KTr.] So 
Mk. Lk. éyéveto... 7d €fS0s Tov mpo- 
odrov avTov érepov, perhaps because 
‘metamorphosis’ might suggest to 
Gentile readers stories of pagan 
mythology. For the word cf. Sym. 
Ps, xxxiii. [xxxiv.], ttle (Lxx. 7A- 
Aoiwoev); with Lk.’s wording cf. Dan. 
ili, 19, and (Theod.) v. 6, 9, vii. 28. 
The deeper force of perapoppovc Bar 
is seen in 2 Cor. iii. 18 (with reference 
to the shining on Moses’ face), Rom. 
xii. 2. The rendering ‘ transfigured’ 
(all Engl. versions) is due to the 
Vulg. transfiguratus est; in Rom., 


2 Cor. A. and R.V. ‘transformed,’ 
Vulg. reformamini and transfor- 
mamur. 

Kat cAapiev ... Atos] Mt. only ; 
ef. Apoc. i. 16. Allen quotes Secr. 
Mnoch 795, xix. 1, 2° (4)) sd. vu. 
97, and Enoch xiv. 20, ‘His raiment 
did shine more brightly than the 
sun.”  éyévero AevKd: Mk. orid- 
Bovra revKa Aiav. Mk. (iuatiopds) 
Aevkds eEartpdrtwy. Each evang. 
selects his words independently. 
Mt., “Lk. omit Mk.’s homely com- 
parison, ‘such as a fuller on earth 
cannot so whiten’; Mt. substitutes 
@s TO pws, carrying on the preceding 
thought. yy (also a v.l. in Mk.) 
was a natural gloss; cf. xxvili. 3, 
Apoc. i. 14, Dan. vii. 9. Lk.’s de- 
scription is somewhat more prosaic 
throughout, but he describes no less 
than the others a super-earthly 
phenomenon. 

3. Kat tdot xtXr.] The sing. 
Oy (so Mk.) is almost impers., ‘an 
appearance occurred of M.and E,’ Ex- 
cept in Ac. vii. 26 the pass. is always 
used in the N.T. of a supernatural 
appearance. Elijah’s expected re- 
appearance held a large place in the 
popular expectations (see p. 34 f.), 
and Mk. names him first, ’HXe«ias ody 
M.; so in Lxx. (against the Heb.) of 
Mal. iv. 4, 6 [iii. 22 f.]. Ass. Mos. 
(probably 1st cent. a.D.) shews that 
Moses also played a part in the 
current hopes. In Lk., Moses and 
Elijah, like Jesus, were seen by the 
disciples ‘in glory,’ and he continues, 
‘they were speaking of His exodus 
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which He was about to accomplish 
in Jerusalem,’ which lays stress on a 
single aspect in the thought of the 
vision (see Add. n.). 

4. dmoxpiOeis kTA.] See on xi. 
25. Lk. ‘And Peter and they that 
were with him were weighed down 
with sleep, but when they awoke 
they saw His glory and the two men 
standing with Him. And it came 
to pass that as they were departing 
from Him Peter said, etc.” «dpi: 
Mk. pa8Gei, Lk. érurrdra; see on 
vii. 21. Peter says yds and «fvar, 
not ypiv and peverv: ‘bonum est 
nos hic esse’ (%), ‘it is a good 
thing that we are here’ (so Ssin 
Mk.), sc. ‘so that we .can take means 
to keep Moses and Elijah a little 
longer.’ The ordinary rend. ‘it is 
good for us to be here’ is found in 
Scur.pesh. The Mount of Trans- 
figuration is always more enjoyable 
than either the daily ministry or 
the way of the Cross; the apostle 
looked back to the former, and for- 
ward to the latter, and the moment 
of respite was luxury. Wendling’s 
suggestion, however, is possible, 
that the words are an awe-struck 
question, ‘Is it right for us to be 
here? And are we to make (kal 
roumorwpev Mk., Lk.) etc,’ in keeping 
with Mk.’s statement ‘for he knew 
not what to answer, for they were 
terrified’ (Lk. ‘not knowing what 
he was saying’), which Mt. omits, 
perhaps to spare 8. Peter. i OéAeus 
kTA.: with the comma this means 


\ / 
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‘If Thou wishest, let me make’; 
without it, «i introduces a direct 
question (cf. xii. 10), ‘Dost Thou 
wish me to make’ (cf. xiii. 28). 

5. ru avrov KTXA.] The ace. at- 
rovs pictures the motion of the cloud 
as it enveloped them (Mk. avrois). 
The pron. in Mt., Mk. refers to the 
Three (sin in Mk. has the sing., 
which Wellh. prefers); and: the true 
meaning of the cloud is indicated in 
Mt’s dwrivy: it was the Shekinah 
(see Add. n.) resting upon them, 
from which the divine Voice pro- 
ceeded. Lk. retains the latter point, 
but represents the cloud as covering 
the disciples also, ‘and they feared 
as they entered into the cloud’ (see 
patr. reff. in Swete). For émuorxudew 
ef. Ex. xl. 29 [35], Lk. i. 35. The 
same.thought with a different meta- 
phor is expressed by (éru)oKnvovr, Jo. 
1,14, 2 Cor. xii. 9, Apoe. vii. 15. 

obrés éorw xTA.] Mt. alone 
adds év @ edSéxnoa, probably from. 
the Voice at the Baptism. Lk. has 
éxAeXeypeévos for dyamrnrtds. On the 
various forms of the sentence, and 
on the Voice, see iii, 17. -dxovere 
adtov (Lk. avr. dx.) is added only 
here (see Add. n.), the point of which 
is seen by reference to Deut. xviii. 
15, ‘a prophet from your brethren 
like unto me shall the Lord thy God 
raise up unto thee, him ye shall hear. 

6,7. Kal dxotoavres KTA.] These 
verses occur in Mt. only, expanding 
Mk.’s éxgoBou éyevovro; the voice 
was the climax of the vision, and 
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avTav Kai éboBnOncav aodpa. 


kal arpdwevos avtav elrev 


zi 


kal mpoohrOev 6 “Inaods 7 


"EyépOnte Kal pa oBeicbe. 


émdpavtes S€ tos dpOarpods aitav ovdéva eldov ef pn8 


prestrated them with terror; cf. Ac. 
xaii, 7, Apoc. i. 17, Ez. i. 28, Dan. 
5% Ghee 

8. émdpavres xtX.] The vision 
vanished, and they found only 
‘Jesus Himself,’ 7c, as they ordinarily 


knew Him, unless avrdv’I. represents 
the Aram. constr, 1% 1% (Wellh.) 
for the simple acc. "Incotv. The 
position of adrév varies in the MSS., 
and the lesser unce. omit it. On 
ovK ... ed pa see xii. 24. 


Additional Note on the Transfiguration. 


1. The spiritual significance to be found in the narrative is great. 
Almost every detail lends itself to allegorical treatment ; but three main 
points are to be noticed ; the metamorphosis (v. 2), the converse with Moses 
- and Elijah (v. 3), and the divine endorsement (v. 5). (1) The true poppy 
(cf. Phil. ii. 6, and Orig. quoted by Swete) of the Son of God is momentarily 
revealed under the symbol of a more than earthly brightness; it is ‘the 
glory of His Father’ (xvi. 27). The shining of Moses’ face with a borrowed 
glory (Ex. xxxiv. 29 ff.) had symbolized the divine origin of the Law; but 
that was ‘being done away,’ whereas the glory of Christ will be permanent 
(2 Cor. iii. 7-11). (2) The abiding validity of the Law and the Prophets as 
‘fulfilled’ by Christ (Mt. v. 17) is symbolized by the harmonious converse 
which He holds with their representatives, Moses and Elijah. Both had 
held converse with God on the high mountain (Exod. xxxi. 18, 1 Kings xix. 
9 ff.), which is now repeated with the Son of God. (3) The Three are 
enveloped in the ‘cloud,’ the ancient symbol of the divine Presence (Exod. 
xl. 29 [35]: éreokiafey (JW) éx’ adriy [sc. THY oKnvAV] 7) vepéAy: 1 Kings 
viii. 10 f.). The Sonship of Christ is divinely attested ; to ‘hear Him’ is to 
hear the eternal Truth, of which the Law and the Prophets were but partial 
expressions. (It narrows the meaning to refer ‘hear Him’ to the prediction 
of suffering in v. 21.) To attempt, therefore, to provide for the continuous 
presence of Moses and Elijah was a grave mistake; all that Christians need 
is to have that of ‘ Jesus Himself.’ 

The vision thus represents the quintessence of Christian teaching on the 
relation of the Old Covenant to the New. The glory of the former lies in 
the fact that it is contained in, and transcended by, the latter. A particular 
thought is suggested in Lk.: ‘they were speaking of His exodus which He 
was about to accomplish in Jerusalem.’ Many expositors have brought this 
into such prominence that the main teaching is apt to fall into the back- 
ground. It symbolizes the truth that His death is foreshadowed in the Law — 
and the Prophets, rAnpoty referring to this fulfilment of the O.T. The 
object of the whole vision is sometimes taken to be the encouragement of the 
_ disciples to a firm faith in their Master in spite of the Crucifixion (eg. Chrys., 
Hil). J. Weiss, laying stress on v. 9 (Mk. ix. 9), finds in the scene 
principally an anticipation of the Resurrection. But the teaching in Mt., 
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gavrov “Incodv povov. Kal xataBaiwvovtwv attav é« Tov 
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Spaya &ws of 6 vids Tod avOpwrov éx vexpov éyepOy. 
10Kal émnpoétncay adtov of wabntal Aéyovtes Ti odv ob 


Mk., with a wider range, deals with the entire fulfilment of the Jewish 
religion in Christianity. 

2. Criticism of the historical value of the narrative must be subjective. 
The early attempts (e.g. of Paulus, Hase, and Schleiermacher) to rationalize 
it have been abandoned. Some dismiss it asa legend. “Wellhausen suggests 
that it was a post-Resurrection appearance to the three disciples (cf Apoc. 
Pet. ii, iii.); but others admit the possibility of a real mystic vision, or 
psychic experience, enjoyed by the three disciples, or (J. Weiss) by 8. Peter 
alone. The modern study of so-called ‘sub-conscious’ and mystic states 
supplies analogous instances. The disciples, and perhaps especially the chief 
disciple, must have pondered much on the relation of the Lord’s person and 
teaching to the Jewish religion. Jesus had spoken before of Moses and 
Elijah as representative of the Law and the Prophets, and they shared the 
current expectations of their reappearance. They had just.been for months 
under the profound influence of His personality. And it is entirely in 
accordance with probability that they had ‘sub-consciously’ grasped the 
truths He had taught them with far greater vividness than their normal 
consciousness realized. Intense light and heavenly voices are the symbols 
by which mystics have most frequently attempted to describe their deepest 


intuitions (eg. Ac. xxii. 6-8). 


9-13. (Mk. ix. 9-13.) Convrrsa- 
TION DURING THE DESCENT. 

9. kal karaBawdvtwv KTA.] For 
the construction see Blass, § 74. 5. 
To relate the vision during the 
Lord’s earthly life would only rouse 
excited curiosity (see on viii. 4). 
After He had risen, His Messiahship 
was the principal subject of Christian 
teaching. Mk.’s 4 efSov is interpreted 
by Mt. as dpapa (Vulg. visionem, 
more accurate than O.L. wiswm), 
which recurs only in Ac. "), always of 
mystic visions (unless vii. 31 = Exod. 
ili, 3 is an exception); freq. in Lxx. 
of dreams and prophetic visions. 
On éyep6y (Mk. dvaory) see xvi. 21. 
Lk. omits the conversation, but says 
‘and they were silent and declared 
to no one in those days any of the 
things that they had seen’ Mk, 
adds here ‘and they kept the saying 


(exparnoav, %.e probably in their 
memory), discussing among them- 
selves what the rising from the dead 
meant’ (see Swete, and J. Weiss, Das 
alt. Ev. 55). Mt. avoids recording 
their want of comprehension in spite 
of the prediction already made to 
them (xvi. 21); see on viii. 26. 

10, ti obvy KTA.] tt = Od FH. 
Mk. dére (see Swete). oty connects 
the question with the subject of the 
Resurrection, which, little as they 
could understand its meaning, was at 
least seen to involve the Messiah’s 
presence on earth, whereas the 
Scribes (Mk.,; Pharisees and Scribes) 
said that Elijah must precede Him. 
Mk., following the same line of 
thought, places the saying here, but 
with no connecting particle, and the 
words may originally have belonged 
to another context, in which the 
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ypappare’s Aéyouow Ore “Hrciay Set eAOciv mpdrov; o bert 


arroxpiels eitrev 


> \ y 
HAefac Mev EpyxeTas Kab a&troKaTacTHcel 


/ / ra _ 
mavta* éyw Sé vpiv OTe Hrelas dn HAOEv, Kal ovK énr- 12 


Messiah’s advent had just been men- 
tioned, eg. after xvi. 28 (Mk. ix. 1). 
On de? see xvi. 21, and on mpdrov 
for mpdrepov Blass, § 11. 5. 

11. “HAeasxrA.] The orat. recta 
of the Scribes’ teaching ; ef. yevvarau 
(ii. 4). In contrast with their 
teaching, Jesus says (v. 12, Aéyw dé) 
that Elijah had already come in the 
person of the Baptist. But it cannot 
be said of the Baptist that he ‘set 
right, restored, all things’; Mt.’s 
pev... O€ implies, ‘It is true that 
the scribes teach that Elijah cometh, 
etce., but I say he has already come ; 
but so far from restoring all things, 
they did unto him whatever they 
wished.’ If this is the meaning in 
Mt., Jesus ¢orrects the scribal tradi- 
tion. Mt. abbreviates Mk., which is 
no less obscure. Mk.’s péev should 
perhaps be omitted (with DL XZ 8), 
but in any case Kal tos yéypartas 
is difficult unless the first sentence 
is interrogative ; ‘ Elijah having come 
first restoreth (prophetic pres.) all 
things? Then how is it that 
Scripture foretells the passion of the 
Messiah?’ «we. Why is the Passion 
necessary if Elijah’s work is to put 
everything right first? Then Mk.’s 
following verse (4AAa Aéyw xKTA,) 
solves the difficulty by shewing that 
Elijah has indeed come, but did not 
restore all things because he (ce. the 
Baptist) was killed, and therefore 
the prophecies of the Passion find 
room for fulfilment. Other less 
likely explanations are mentioned by 
Allen, to which may be added the 
suggestion to transpose Mk. wv. 12a 
and 12 b. 

The scribal teaching is based on 
Mal. iii. 24 [iv. 5], but ‘restoreth 


all things’ covers much more than 
Malachi’s description of Elijah’s 
functions. They are already ampli- 
fied in Sir. xlvili. 10, ‘to turn the 
heart of father to son, and to establish 
(katacTjoat) the tribes of Jacob,’ 
This is further explained in Hduyoth 
vill. 7, perhaps contemporary with 
Jesus. 

12. Aéyw d€ xtX.] On HAGE = 
éAnjAvOev (Mk.) see Moulton, i. 135 f. 
Mt. alone has k. ov éréyvwray avr., 
‘they did not recognize him (as 
Elijah)’ On the verb see xi. 27. 
The masses had been stirred by his 
call to repentance, but no one had 
realized his true significance. éz- 
éyvwoav and éeroincav may be im- 
personal (cf. kadécovrw, i. 23, 
Tapaswcovetv xxiv. 9); but possibly 
the subject is the Scribes, some of 
whom may have been in alliance 
with ‘the chief men of Galilee’ 
(Mk. vi. 21), and have fanned the 
flame of Herodias’ hostility, fearing 
that the Baptist’s influence with 
Herod would be injurious to their 
national hopes (see JTAS., July 1900, 
520-7). The reference is clearly to 
his execution. For év airo (Mk. 
att@) cf. év euot, Mk. xiv. 6 (=€ls 
éué, Mt. xxvi. 10); see Blass, § 34. 
4. éroincav doa 0. imitates O.T. 
descriptions of human tyranny, Eccl. 
Vitiee7 ose ans ville 4 TaweTOn 30, 
2 Mace. vii. 16, Sir. viii. 15. Mk.’s 
Kaas yéypamra. ém adrdév is 
omitted; it is probably a reference 
to one or more apocalyptic passages, 
which may also have been the basis 
of Apoc. xi. 7; or possibly it arose 
out of a scribe’s note on Mk.’s pre- 
ceding verse, recording kaOws as a 
v.l. for Kab was. 
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éyvwoav adrov adrd éroincay év adT@ doa nOéAnTav’ ovTaS 


a be a 
13Kal 6 vids ToD avOp@mou pédrer TracXEWW IT avTaV. 


/ 
TOTE 


a n a 3 
cuvikay of wabntal ote Tepl “Ilwdvov tov Bamtectod cimev 


avtots. 


14 Kal €Oévrwv mpos tov dydov mpochrOev aito avOpeTros 


Is yovuTeTav avTov Kal Aéyov 
1b Kal KaKOS 
16mimret eis TO Tip Kal ToAAdKIS Ets 

nveyka avTov Ttois pabntais ov, 


/ 
viov, ore cernvidlerat 


Kupse, édénodv pov tov 
éyer, mWoAAdKis yap 
To Bdwp: Kal mpoc- 


Kal ove nduvnOnoav 


15 exe] NBLZ4 & sin.pesh sah Chr; wacxer unce.rel minn.omn % omn S 


cur me 


ovtrws kTd.] The equivalent of 
Mk.’s kal ws yéypamtat . . . é£ov- 
dev Op. 

13. téTe KTA.] A comment added 
by Mt. Their knowledge of the 
Lord’s Messiahship made plain to 
them what had been to the people 
an enigma (xi. 14). . The truth 
received permanent expression in the 
Church in the words of Lk. i. 76 f. 


14-21. (Mk. ix. 14-29, Lk. ix. 
37-43 a.) A LUNATIC Boy HEALED. 

Mt., Lk. greatly abbreviate Mk. ; 
possibly they also made use of an 
earlier form of the story. 

14. kat éX\Pdvrwv xtA.] For the 
omission of the pron. (class. and 
frequent in papyri) cf. v. 26 (Blass, 
§ 74.5). A crowd, including Scribes, 
had gathered round the disciples 
(Mk.), to which Mt. refers, without 
explanation. It would hardly be 
found as far north as the Hermon ; 
if that was the scene of the Trans- 
figuration, Jesus and the three 
disciples walked thither and returned 
by themselves. Lk. says ‘on the 
next day,’ which, if the incident 
occurred at night (see on v. 1), means 
the next astronomical day, not the 
next Jewish day, 7.e. later in the 
same evening (as ¥sin.cur sah ‘on 
that day,’ D & vet.nonn ‘in the course 


of the day’). In Mk., the Scribes 
were disputing with the other dis- 
ciples; when the crowd saw Jesus 
they were amazed, and ran to Him 
and saluted Him; and it was when 
He asked the subject of the dispute 
that the father of the boy answered. 
Mt. alone says that he approached 
the Lord and knelt to Him (yovurerav 
avrév, cf. Mk. x. 17), leaving the 
boy, apparently, in the crowd (v. 17). 
15. Kbpie xTA.] Mt., Lk. repro- 
duce the substance of Mk. inde- 
pendently. ceAnvid(eras (iv. 24 only) 
takes the place of éxovra mvedya 
aXdaAov, four details (bjoce, appiter, 
tpite. tovs dddvras, Enpaiverat) are 
summarized as kax@s €xeu (ef. iv. 24, 
viii. 16), or possibly x. méoyeu (see 
Appar.) which is class. but unique in 
the N.T.. The remainder of the verse 
is taken from Mk., but from a later 
point in the conversation. Lk. alone 
adds that the son was povoyevys. The 
symptoms seem to point to epilepsy. 
16. Kat mpoorveyxa xKtA.] Mt. 
himself (v.18) ascribes the affliction 
to a demon, but not (as in Mk., 
Lk.) the boy’s father, who here says 
Geparedoar for exBardow (Mk., 
Lk.). The dispute with the Scribes 
had apparently been due to the 
disciples’ failure to uphold their 
Master’s prestige in His absence. 
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sh ” iN n 
yevea amiatos Kal Sveotpaypévn, ws ote ped tpov 
4 4 i / a 
Esouat; éws Tote avéEouas tuav; éperé por avTov woe. 
N > / a an A A 
kab émetiunoev ait@ o “Inoods, kal e&fAOev am aitov18 


TO Oalpmovioy * 
exelyns. 
idiav eitray 
0 6& Aéyeu avrols 


_ kal €eparrevOn 
Tore mpocenOovres of pabntal tO ‘Inaod Kar’ 19 
Aid ti apets ove nduvnOnuev éxBareiy avo ; 

Ava tiv odyoTictiay buav' apy yap 20 


6 Tals amd Tihs pas 


20 odryomioriav] NB 1 13 22 33 124 346 Scur.pal me sah arm aeth; amoriay 


CDE etc & omn & pesh.hel 


17. ® yeved. xt.] Mt., Lk. add 
kat Sueotpappevn, &@ reminiscence of 
Deut. xxxii. 5 (adopted in Phil. ii. 
15; cf. Ac. ii. 40). On yeved see 
xi. 16. The people, the boy’s 
father (Mk. v. 23), and the disciples, 
were all in their own way amucrou. 
Lk., who omits the conversation in 
v. 19f., understands yeved to refer 
only to the people, whose want of 
faith rendered the disciples unable to 
perform the cure. (cf. Mk. vi. 5 f.). 
J. Weiss strangely argues (Das dlt. 
Ev. 249) that the ‘disciples’ to whom 
the father appealed (Mk. v. 18) were 
identical with the 6xAos, and that 
therefore the Lord had only three 
chosen followers, not twelve. There 
is no ‘contradiction’ between the 
failure from want of faith and the 
e€ovota conferred in Mk. vi. 7 (Mt. x. 
8). ovd€ yap del of adtol joav 
(Chrys.), a bitter experience with 
which all workers for God can 
sympathize. 

éws mote kTA.] How long must 
I live and work among you before 
you will understand the power of 
God? Cf. Jo. xiv. 9. It is ‘the 
Lord’s quousque tandem’ 
epee poor kTA. Of. xiv. 18, where 
the problem was different, but the 
solution, as in all hard cases, the 
same, ‘The boy had been left in the 
care of the crowd, who now jveyxav 
avrov mpds avrov (Mk.). 


(Swete). . 


18. Kal émeriunoev ktX.] The 
boy and the demon are identified 
(avr). . That he was not a man 
but a mais (so Lk.; Mk. maudiov) is 
not mentioned till this point. Mt. 


probably avoided purposely two 
features in Mk.’s much _ longer 
account; Jesus asked the father a 


question (see on viii. 29), and the 
cure was not instantaneous, for the 
spirit rent the boy after the command 
‘Come out of him’ (cf. Mk. i. 26, 
vill. 22-26, omitted by Mt.). For 
dm avrod (Mk. é& av.) cf. xii, 43; 
Blass, § 40. 2. Mt. alone says dé 
7. @pas ék.; see on ix. 22. Lk. 
adds, ‘And all were astonished at 
the majesty (ueyaAevdryte) of God.’ 

19. tore KTA.] Mk. kat eiced- 
Odvros avrov eis oixov. See on 
vill. 16. 

20. dia tHv KTA.] Mk. rodro 76 
yévos év ovdevi Stvaras efedOeiv et 
py €v mpocevyy: the power of 
personality that can drive out demons 
can be maintained only by prayer. 
Mt:, carrying on the thought of 6 
yeved. druoros (v. 17), leads up, by 
the word of rebuke, to a saying on 
the wiotus which can work miracles. 
There is some support for the wl. 
am.urtiav, which, however, may have 
been due to yeved daruoros ; if it is 
genuine, oAvyor. must have been 
an early substitute, coined on the 
analogy of éAvydémurros (see on Vi. 
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T@® Opel TOUT 
ec c 
ION b] / ¢€ a 
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al / \ 
MeraBa évOev éxet, Kal peraRnoeTa, Kal 


A a , aA 
22 Lvotpepouevov b ad’tov év tH Tadsdala ecirev avrois 


21 om vers, Touro Se To ‘yevos ouk exmopeverat [exBaddcrar N>] ec un ev mpocevxXn 
kat vnorea N*B 33 He ff’ Scur.pal sah aeth; add NCDE ete Z vet.pler.vg 


& pesh.hel me arm 
pesh ‘while they were abiding,’ 


22 svorpegouervwy] NB 1 Habffi?nqgvg S sincur. 
sahood ‘while they were going’; avacrpedgo- 


weve unce.rel minn.7el & c ff; orpep. me sah Or 


30) in order to lessen the severity. 
The result is paradoxical, for the 
following words teach that faith, 
however 6Aiyn, can do marvels. 

dphv yap «tA.] See on v. 18. 
In xxi, 21 (Mk. xi, 23) a similar 
saying, but without mention of the 
mustard-seed, follows the withering 
of the fig-tree; in Lk. xvii..6 (prob- 
ably Q) it is the answer to the prayer 
of the apostles rpdcbes piv riotuv. 
Lk. there has the ‘ mustard-seed,’ but 
“sycamine-tree’ instead of mountain. 
Mt. here combines Mk. and Q. For 
KOKKOV Givamews see xiii, 31. 

épeire xtXA.] In placing the say- 
ing here, Mt. may have thought of 
the mountain of the Transfiguration ; 
in xxi. 21 it is the M. of Olives. 
In the latter, the command is ‘be 
thou taken up and cast into the 
sea’; in Lk. the command to the 
tree is ‘be thou rooted out and 
planted in the sea,’ For exe? = exeive 
ef. ii. 22 (Blass, § 25. 2). To remove 
mountains may have been a current 
proverbial expression ; ‘an uprooter 
of mountains’ occurs in the Talm. 
of rabbis who removed difficulties 
of exegesis in the Law (Lightft. Hor. 
Heb. on xxi. 21). §. Paul, who 
combines it with miotus (1 Cor. xiii. 
2), probably knew the present say- 
ing. On the Lord’s use of ‘extreme 
expressions’ see Sanday, Life of Chr. 
in Recent Research, 26 f. 


kat ovdey xtXA.] Faith in God 
places man in possession of the power 
of God; cf. Gen. xviii..14, Job xlii. 
2, Lk, 1.37 3 cf Philaive 13s 

[21.] rodro d€ 76 yévos odK éx- 
mopeveTar €i pn ev mpomevxy Kab 
vyoreig. The verse was a gloss 
derived from Mk. when kal vyoreia - 
had already been added ‘to it. 


22, 23. <(MkK ise 30 fh) Leis 
43 b-45.) SEconD PREDICTION oF 
THE PAssIon (see on xvi. 21 ff.). 


22. ovotpepopevwy KTr.] Mk. 
KaKxeiOev eLeAOdvres maperopevovrTo 
da ts I. Lk. has no note of 
place; he relates that Jesus said 
OécGe tpeis cis TA Ota tpdv Tors 
Adyous tTodrovs, te what the people 
were saying in astonishment at His 
works, contrasting it with His future 
treatment at the hands of men. The 
Lord now returned to the territory 
of Antipas, but secretly (Mk. ovx 
nOerev iva tus yvot). The journey 
to Capharnaum was the first stage 
in the movement towards Jerusalem. ° 
For ovotpegey cf, Ac. xi. 28D 
(cuveotpappeveor b€ Ov), XXViii. 3 ; 
cvotpopy Ac, xix. 40, xxiii. 12. In 
the Lxx. the verb means to conspire, 
or to collect for battle. If the partep. 
here were aor. or perf. it could mean 
‘when they had collected ’—at a fixed 
rendez-vous. But the pres, tense is 
difficult. Swete suggests that, for 


XVII. 24| THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


3 la) 
0 ‘Incovs 


257 


id fal 
Mérreu 6 vids tod dvOperrov mapadidoa bat els 


meipes avOparay, Kab aTOKTEVOUCLW avTop, Kal TH Tpitn 23 


neepa éyepOnoerau. 


Kal chum Onoay opodpa. 


"EXOovrav 8& adtdv eis Kapapvaodu mpoofrOov of ra 24 


the sake of secrecy, ‘they broke up 
into small parties which mustered 
at certain points in the route. But 
even if the one word could mean as 
much as this, the aor. eiev avrois 
is against it. This takes the place 
of Mk.’s edidarkev yap Tors pabyras 
avrov, which gives a reason for 
the privacy. Zahn thinks that they 
‘kept together, closer to Jesus than 
usual. But more probably Mt. avoids 
all reference to the wish for privacy, 
and gvotp. avr. means ‘while they 
were moving about together.’ The 
v.l. avactpepopevwv has nearly the 
same meaning: i vet. vulg. conver- 
santibus eis [ipsis]; S ‘and when 
they were abiding’ 


péAXe x7XA.] The coming events. 


are the Betrayal, Death, and Resur- 
rection. mapadidocGat need not be 


an exact prediction of the action of- 


Judas, as though the Lord added a 
fresh detail to His former prediction. 
mapadiddvar is used quite generally 
of ‘handing over’ some one to the 
authorities (iv. 12, v. 25, x. 17, 19, 
Zee xX eel Oye XXIV). Lt) 1s) pre- 
supposed in xvi. 21, ‘suffer many 
things from the elders, etc. It is 
very improbable that it refers, as in 
_Rom. viii. 32, to the action of God 
(Orig.; see Abbott, Paradosis, 31, 
57, and Son of Man, xi.). 

kal dmroktevovocwv] The sentence 
is omitted in Lk. On +. tpity Hy. 
(MK. peta tpeis 7épas) see Xvi. 21. 
Their sorrow was for His betrayal 
and death, regardless of His promised 
Resurrection. kal éXur. od. takes 


the place of Mk’s ot 8€ yyvdouv, 


lal lal > 
TS phua, Kal époBotyto avTov Em- 
epwTnoat, to avoid recording their 


continued inability to grasp the 
truth (see on viii. 26). But Mt. 
follows Mk. in giving yet a third 
prediction of the Passion (xx. 17 ff.). 
A suffering Messiah remained an 
insoluble enigma until after the 
Resurrection. 


24-27. (Mt. only.) THe Corn 
IN THE MoutH OF THE FISH. 


24. €A@dvtwv xtX.] On the nar- 
ratives in Mt. in which S. Peter is 
prominent see x. 2. Mk. also (v. 33) 
relates the arrival at Capharnaum. 
Jesus probably no longer had a house 
there (cf. iv. 13, 1x. 10, 28), but 
friends would give Him hospitality. 
If He lodged with Simon Gee v. 25), 
it would account for the question 
being addressed to the latter. 

The dpax pi (Lk. xv. 8), N. Heb. MI, 
was } shekel (cf. 1 Sam. ix. 8). The 
didpaxpov or double-drachm (cf. Jos. 
Ant. xvi. ix. 1), 4 shekel, about 
1s. 44d., was the amount of the 
annual contribution (originally 4 
shekel, Neh. x. 32) made for the 
maintenance of the temple services 
by every male Jew above the age of 
19 (Philo, De Mon. ii. 3), a practice 
based on Exod. xxx. 11-16. Since 
the didrachm was seldom coined in 
the time of Jesus, two persons must 
usually have combined to pay a 
tetradrachm or otatyp (v. 27)=a 
shekel, or in late Heb. 2D. After 
the destruction of Jerusalem, when 
the contribution was demanded by 
the Romans for the temple of Jupiter 
Capitolinus (Jos. BJ. vir. vi. 6, Suet. 
Domit. 12), many Christians would 
naturally wish to.claim exemption, as 
not being Jews. But this narrative 

rs) 
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‘O dvdadoKaXos 
Kal éAOdvTa 
Ti cov 


Neyer Naé. 


A a ive na 3 \ / / 
Soxet, Lipwv; of Bacireis THS yhs aro Tivwv NapPBavovow 
a nq a a 3 \ n t 
TEAN 1) KHVoOV ; amd TOV Vidv avTaY 7) aro TOY aAoOTPLOV ; 


id 
26 et7rovTos 6é 


would be ‘useful in indicating the 
attitude that they ought to take. 

ot 7a Sidpaxua KTXr.] For the 
pres. partcp. see on iv. 3. The plur. 
7a 6. means the several didrachms 
which they collected. If the plur. 
at the end of the verse is not re- 
peated by an oversight, it may mean 
‘ the (successive) didrachms’ which He 
should pay year by year. There is 
nothing to suggest that the question 
was asked in malice (Chrys.). The 
tax was collected in the month Adar 
(Shek. i. I, 3), %.@ about March; the 
chronological position of the incident 
is in keeping with this. 

25. Aéyer vat xtA.] He knew 
that Jesus had consistently observed 
the principle involved in v. 17-20. 
Jesus knew, before he spoke, that 
he was going to ask Him about it; 
possibly He was with him and over- 
heard the demand, and on entering 
the house spoke before the apostle 
had time to broach the subject (B. 
Weiss). Ssin has ‘his house,’ 7.¢. 
Simon’s. 

ti cot Soxet xTA.] An expression 
characteristic of Mt. (xvili. 12, xxi. 
2 Si, KXAN 7 VADER OOM Clee KaeX, 
36, Jo. xi. 56). On the name Zipwv 
see xvi. 17. téAn were the local 
taxes or customs collected by the 
teh@vat; Kpvoos was the capitation 
tax (see on xxii. 17, where Lk. has 
dépos). They are mentioned together 
in Rom. xiii. 7, The plur. Bactdcis 
is a general reference to the Roman 
power, vioé being not merely mem- 


a Aa ig by a 
"Amd tév addoTpiov, én avTS Oo ‘Inaods 
‘27”Apaye érevepot eiow ot viol" 


iva Oe pn ocKavdariowpev 


bers of the royal family but, in 
Hebraic metaphor, all Roman citizens. 

26. eimévtos xtX.] For the 
omission of the pron. cf. v. 14. On 
dpaye see vii. 20. The argument 
is that if earthly kings do not tax 
their own families or people, the 
same is true of God; the Jews, as 
dAASTptot, pay taxes to ‘the Great 
King’ (v. 35), who dwelleth in the 
temple (xxiii, 21), but the Son of 
God and His followers, as viod, have 
the right of exemption (éAcv0. ei). 
This reflects so strong an anti-Jewish 
feeling that its genuineness must 
be considered extremely doubtful. 
Christian reflexion of a different kind 
is seen in an apocryphal addition in 
min. 561 (Cod. Algerinae Peckover): 
épn Lipwv, vat. Aé€yer 6 “Ingors, 
dds ody Kal od ws dAATpLOS atTOV 
(similarly Arab. Diat. trans. Hamlyn 
Hill, 142). In this case Jesus is 
the only vids, and is exempt; Simon 
is one of the dAAédrpio1, and must 
therefore pay; and the next verse 
means ‘But lest we should offend 
them, we will both pay.’ See Rendel 
Harris, JBL., Dec. 1889, 79-89. 

27. tva 6éxtA.] On cxavdadtlev 
see v.29. The avoidance of offence, 
vehemently enjoined in xviii. 6f, 
is a principle echoed by 8S. Paul 
(1 Cor. x. 23-xi. 1) and S. Peter 
(1 Pet. ii. 16). Bade dyKurtpor : cf. 
Is. xix. 8. dvaBdvra, as in Aram., 
takes the place of a passive verb. 
On octaryp see v. 24; it is a wl. 
for dpyvpia in xxvi. 15. avi, ‘an 


XVIII. 2| THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


259 


> / 
avtous, qopevlels eis Oddaccav Bade dyKiotpoy Kal Tov 
> / lal > rn 
avaBavta mpatov tyOtv apov, Kat avoi~as TO oTOpa avTod 
e / A a a a 
evpygers otaTipa: exelvov KaBav Sos avTois avTl éuod Kab 


oov. 


> a i an fal 

Ev éxeivn tH pa mpoomrOov of pabntal tS “Inood dé-1 yy] 
Wen] a a A s 

Tis dpa peifov éotly ev tH Bacircia Ta odlpaver ; 


yovTes 


/ la) 
kal tpockaherapevos traidiov gotnoev avTo év péow avTov2 


equivalent for, expresses the fact 
that the money was a capitation 
fax 5 el, xx. 28, 

In its present form the narrative 
cannot be rationalized. It relates 
a miracle of foreknowledge. It: is 
unnatural to make the words mean 
‘as soon as you have opened its 
mouth, ae, extracted the hook, you 
will be able to [sell the fish and 

thereby] obtain a stater’ Blass 

omits dvoifas 7d or. avr. and con- 
_ jectures eipyoe: (for -cevs), ‘it [the 

fish] will fetch a stater’ It has 
even been suggested that Jesus 
humorously referred to His poverty : 
‘If a stater is required, you will 
have to get it from a fish,’ perhaps 
with an allusion to a legend or 
current proverb. It is quite improb- 
able that the story itself is a legend, 
like that of the ring of Polycrates 
(Herod. iii. 42); but it cannot be 
denied that the miracle is different 
in character from others performed 
by the Lord. Its effect was simply 
to provide Himself with money. 
Moreover the actual occurrence of 
the miracle is not recorded. The 
possibility must be recognized that 
some words uttered by Him were 
altered in the course of tradition. 


xviii. A discourse on the right 
behaviour of Christ’s followers to 
one another; the fourth of Mt.’s 
five principal collections of sayings ; 
see on vii, 28. It begins with a 
short collection in Mk. ix. 33-48, 
attached, as in Mk., to the disciples’ 


dispute about precedence. The say- 
ings in Mk., most of which Mt. adopts 
nearly as they stand, are linked by 
verbal connexions with little real 
unity, though Mt. perhaps saw in 
them the underlying thought that 
as Jesus was about to perform His 
supreme act of service as a prelude to 
His Messianic glory, so His followers 
must be prepared for humility and 
service if they were to gain. the 
Kingdom. 

1-5. (Mk. ix. 33-37, Lk. ix. 46 ff.) 
THE QUESTION OF ~ PRECEDENCE. 
Homiiity. 

I. ev exeivy KTX.] Mk.’s ‘in the 
house’ is omitted (see viii. 16); also 
the Lord’s question (see viii. 29), 
‘What were you disputing on the 
road?’ and to spare the disciples 
(see viii. 26) Mt. alters ‘but they 
were silent, for they had disputed 
among themselves on the road which 
was the greatest’ into the simple 
question which he relates that they 
asked. 

tis dpa ktA.} The particle is not 
a connexion with the preceding in- 
cident; it is a colloquialism, ‘who 
now’; Vulg. quis putas; cf. xxiv. 
45. Mk’s ris-peifwv (Lk. 7d ris dv 
ein p», cf. Lk. xxii. 24), ‘who is the 
greatest, sc. at the present time, is 
interpreted by Mt. of precedence in 
the coming Kingdom, And he frames 
the answer to correspond with it (see 
on xx. 25). 

2. kat mporkadrerdpevos KTA.] See 
x. 1. Mk. AaBov. To this incident 
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\ 7 rn 
@s Tad Taidia, ov pn elaédOnte eis THY Bacirelay TOV 


4 ovpavav. 
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5 ovTos e€oOTlL O peiCov ev T7) Bacidea TOV OvpaVvOV Kab os . 


Mk. prefixes a verse, which has the 
effect of separating it from the dis- 
ciples’ dispute: ‘and sitting down 
He called (épdvncev) the Twelve 
[though in the previous verses they 
were already present], and saith unto 
them, If any wishes to be first, he 
shall be last of all and servant 
(Sudkovos) of all.’ Mk., therefore, did 
not interpret this as a warning of the 
penalty of striving for precedence (J. 
Weiss), but as a command as to the 
way in which to be truly ‘first. In 
Lk. a saying with the latter meaning 
follows the incident, ‘he that is least 
among you, he is great’ (cf. Mt. xx. 26, 
XK, 11, Mk x43 f., Uk xxi. 26): 

év peow adtov (so Mk): Lk’s 
Tap éavtT@ perhaps means in the 
place of honour (Spitta). Mt., Lk. 
omit Mk.’s tender touch, ‘having 
embraced him.’ On the tradition 
that the child was Ignatius see 
Lightft. Ign. i. 27. Swete suggests 
that it was S. Peter’s child ; cf. viii. 
14, 1 Cor. ix. 5, which shew that the 
apostle was married. 

3. dpav xTtr.) See on v. 18. 
Vv. 3, 4 are in Mt. only, but the 
present verse is perhaps an echo of 
Mk. x. 15, which Mt. omits in his 
parallel passage (xix. 14 f.). Without 
a childlike spirit, the disciples, so far 
from being the greatest in the King- 
dom, will not enter it at all. ‘De 
individuo, de quo quaerebant, non 
respondet’ (Beng.). For orpadpjre 
ef. Jo. xii. 40 (=31¥%); more usually 
emuotpepety (xiii. 15 = Ac. xxviii. 27, 
Lk. xxii. 32, Ac. lii. 19); the corre- 
sponding subst. is weravova, The first 
step towards yeverOar ws Ta radia 
is yevvnOnvas dvwGev (Jo. iii. 3-6). 


4. doris xtA.] ‘He will be the 
greatest who has the least idea that 
he is great.’ A positive statement, 
the complement of the negative in 
v. 3 (cf. the parallelism in xvi. 25). 
The double aspect is seen also in 
xxiii. 12. The child in their midst 
(rovro) represented the class which 
symbolizes the ideal. This reversal 
of the world’s valuation is strikingly 
expressed in Acts of Phil. xxxiv.: édv 
pH Tomonte byov Ta KdTw cis TH 
avo (kal Ta dvw eis TA KaTwO Kal 
Ta Se€id eis TH Gpiotepa) Kal Ta 
dpurtepa eis Ta SeEvd, od pr) cio- 
éXOnre eis THY BaotAciav pov [Tov 
otpavar]., 

5. kat ds xTA.] Expositors (e.g. 
Chrys.) have explained the connexion 
thus: You must not only shew a 
childlike spirit, but you must honour 
for My sake those who do so. But 
the emphasis is rather on éue dexerau. 
The thought is that in xxv. 40, and 
the sole connexion with the pre- 
ceding verses is the word savdéov. 
In Mk., Lk. there is no kai, as in 
Mt., to lead up to it. Mt. omits 
Mk.’s remaining words, ‘and whoso- 
ever receiveth Me, receiveth not Me 
but Him that sent Me’ (Lk. similarly), 
but he uses them in x. 40, inter- 
preting ‘one of these children’ as 
referring to the disciples (ipas). See 
also on x. 42. The true solution of 
the difficulties is doubtful. Some take 
the incident of the child to be an 
altered form of that in xix. 13 ff. 
(Mk. x. 13 ff.), and possibly, as said 
above, v. 3 is derived from Mk, x. 
15. But in any case this verse 
must originally have been uncon- 
nected with the incident. deénrau: 
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(ol lla Toney! 2 / a8 
TO Stee etiees E [LE 


ds 6 ap TKaphahiag é&va TOV puKpaVv ToUTwY TaY 6 


TLTTEVOVTOV els éueé, ouppeper avTe iva Kpemacdn podos 
oviKosS ep) Tov Tpaxnrov avtod Kal KatarovticOn év TO 


Teaver THS Oadacons. 


the ‘reception’ of another for the 
Lord’s sake might take a particular 
form, as in x. 40 ff. (cf. Ac. xxi. 17, 
Gal. iv. 14, Col. iv. 10), or, more 
generally, that of acceptance into 
fellowship, like mporAcpBaver Oar 
(Rom. xiv. I, xv. 7). él T. dvop. po 
(so Mk., Lk.), ‘on the ground of My 
name,’ seems to be equivalent to eis 
7. OV.” pe (= nw, ‘for My sake’; 
see on x. 41. But possibly its usual 
force, ‘with an invocation of My 
name’ (invoking the blessing and 
co-operation of Jesus in performing 
the act), underlies the words. See 
Heitmiller, Im Namen Jesu, 113. 


6-9. (Mk. ix. 42-48, Lk. xvii. 
1 f.) On STUMBLING-BLOCKS. 

Mt. omits Mk. ix. 38-40 (on the 
non-disciple who exorcized in the 
Lord’s name), and v. 41, which he 
has used in x. 42. 

6. ds 8 av KtA.] On cKavdartCev 
see v. 29. éva 7. puuKpov 7. has the 
same force as é€v madlov ToLovTo ; 
the prxpoi are the obscure and simple 
- believers (rods 7Twxovs, Tods edKaTa- 
hpovATous, Tos ayvoras, Chrys.), in 
contrast with the peydAou (see on x. 
42). If 7. murrevdvtwy eis eve is 
a gloss (J. Weiss), it is not because 
of the faith ascribed to them, but 
because the construction, frequent in 
Jo., is unique in the synn. uot. 
evt occurs in xxvii. 42. 

ouppepet KTA.] Mk, caddy eri, 
Lk. AvowreAe?; see on v. 29. For 
the pass. kpeuacOy Mk., Lk. have 
the intrans. reptxeirat, following the 
Aram. idiom. pros ovikds (so Mk.; 
Lk., less precisely, A(@os pudckds) 


2X Leese Le \ nA 
Oval T@ KOoMw ato THY cKavddrov: 7 


denotes a large mill driven by an 
ass (% ‘mola asinaria’; cf. Ov. 
Fasti, vi. 318, ‘pumiceas versat asella 
molas’ and Rabb. 71m Sy ON), as 
distinct from a hand-mill (yecpopvAn), 
which is called simply ptAos in xxiv. 
AT, Apocs XVill. 922. and. naxx.) In 
late Heb. 19M is used, in various 
connexions, of a piece of wood which 
supports a weight, and in Xen., al. 
évos is the upper of two mill-stones ; 
but with that meaning pvAckds dvos 
would rather have been used here. 

KatatovTic On (Mk. BeBAnrat, Lk. 
eppiTra) appears in the (2) quotation 
in Clem. Cor. xlvi. 8. év 7. gs 
7. OaX., ‘far out in the open sea,’ 
vivid substitute for eis THY Here : 
(Mk., Lk.). For the class. réAayos 
GE ANG seat By 2 WE TE Du, “ur 
force of the words is heightened. by 
the fact that drowning was not a 
Jewish punishment. In Jos. Ant. 
XIV. xv. 10 it is an act ‘of vengeance; 
in Aboda Zara, iii. 3, 9, ‘to cast into 
the Salt Sea’ is an expression for 
the destruction of heathen objects. 

7. ovat xtX.] Mk. omits the 
verse; Lk. omitting the first clause, 
transposes this and the preceding 
verse. Some think that this points 
to an abbreviation of Q by Mk. (Ozf. 
Stud. 175) ovai (see on xi. 21) here 
expresses not anger, but sympathetic 
sorrow. Opnvei os pirdvOpwros Tov 
Kkoopov (Thphlact.); cf. xxiv. 19, 
Apoc. xii. 12. ovat amd occurs only 
here in bibl. Gk., ov. €« in Apoc. Viii. 
13. Of. Ber. R. x. 11, ‘Woe to the 
world because of His judgment’ 
(2119). For dard ‘because of’ cf. 
xill. 44. On oxavdadoy see xiii. 41. 
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a / Ke 
amo oov' KaXov aot éotuv 


Ei 6€ 4 xelp cov 4 
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eloedOeiv eis Thy Swnv KUANOV 


C€, 


i) Xoo, a S00 yelpas % S00 modas exovta BAnOHvat 


geis TO TIP TO ai@vory. Kal 

dvdry Kn ath] Lk. dvevdexrov 
éoriv TOV 74 ok. py €XO. Cf. 1 Cor. 
xi. 19. dvdyxn does not exclude 
man’s responsibility, which is pre- 
supposed in the next clause. The 
same problem is involved in xx. 23, 
xxi. 37, xxii. 14, XXV. 34, xxvi. 24. 
On Ary see xi. 22. In Clem. Hom. 
xii. 29 the saying is ascribed to Jesus 
TO dry edOeiv bei, pakdpvos Se 
ov ov epXeTaL* Spoils Kat TO. KOKO 
dvayKny eADelv, ovat Sé dv’ of epxerar 
(similarly Aphr. Hom. v.); see Resch, 
Agrapha?, 106, who compares 1 Cor, 
ix. 16. 

8. ef S€ xrA.] The causing of 
oxavoaXra to others is now followed 
by the causes of oxavdadAa to oneself: 
inevitable in the world, they can be 
avoided by the indi daa) when they 
proceed from himself. x. BdAe ard 
cov, added by Mt., completes the 
picture of renunciation. This is the 
meaning of the same sayings in v. 
29f. But their present position was 
perhaps due to an early application 
of them to the excommunication of 
unworthy ‘members’ of the Christian 
body. Mt. here compresses into one 
Mk.’s two sayings about hand and foot. 

KaAdv KTA.] eis THY Cory (see 
vii. 14) is equivalent to eis 7. 
Bactretav 7. Ocod (Mk. v. 47); in 
contrast with 7 (wi atrn (1 Cor. 
xv. 19) it is the (w) aidvios (Mt. 
Xk O16, 420, xxv e4O)e a) ene) 


ei 0 dpOarpos cov cKavdariter 


pérAXrovea (1 Tim. iv. 8), dvrws € 
(id. vi. 19), which will be enjoyed by 
those who ‘enter’ (ee v. 20) the 
Kingdom. PBAnOjvae (see on v. 29, 
viii, 12) €is 7. mvp 7. aidviov 
corresponds with Mk.’s dzeAOely eis 
THY yeevvay, els T. TUP T. doPerTov 
(cf. Mt. iii. 12), and in v9 BA. «is 
T. yéevvay T. Tupds with Mk’s BX. 
eis 7. yeevvav. In v. 29f. it is es 
yéevvav. The expression which Jesus 
actually employed cannot be deter- 
mined, but ‘into Gehenna’ has the 
largest support. They are all Jewish 
in phraseology, and must be inter- 
preted as such. 7d rip 7d aidvoy, 
no less than t. 7. 7, doPeorov, would 
suggest to a Jew of that day ‘ unend- 
ing fire,” but with the underlying 
thought that its beginning would 
coincide with that of 4 (w) u 
aidveos. See Add. n. Thphlact.’s 
comment, aicOnriv Tiysopiay elrev, 
expoBav yas Sia tovrov Tov 
aig@nrov trodelyparos, would ex- 
press the attitude of many of the 
apocalyptic writers. 

g. kat et KkTA.] eede . . . Kat 
Bade expands Mk’s éxBade. The 
word povddbarpos (Attic érepodp6.) 
was used by Herod. and revived in 
later Gk. tod wvpds, found also in 
v. 22, here takes the place of Mk.’s 
quotation from Is. Ixvi. 24, ‘where 
“their worm dieth not and the fire 
is not quenched.”’ 


Additional Note on aidvios. 


I, aiwveos in the Lxx. corresponds with the word nbiy (Aram, DY) 


following another subst. in the constr. 


state. It could be used of things that 
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had existed for a long time in the past: boundaries (Prov. xxii. 28), 
mountains (Mic. ii. 9), hills (Hab. iii. 6), deserted places (Is. lviii. 12), days 
(Is. Ixiii. 11), times (in the N.T., Rom. xvi. 25, 2 Tim. i. 9, Tit. i. 2). When 
used of the future it seldom attained to the full content of ‘everlasting,’ 
because few of the O.T. writers had any clear idea of the future life. bby 
meant a futurity of indefinite, because unknown, duration; the plur. was 
sometimes employed intensively. Hence aidvios connoted perpetuity, 
permanence, inviolability: God’s covenant (Gen, ix. 16 and freq.) or 
ordinance (Ex. xii. 14 and freq.), the gates of Zion (Ps. xxiii. [xxiv.] 7, 9), 
and her foundations (Is. lviii. 12), the boundaries of the sea (Jer. v. 22). 
For this meaning cf. Philem. 15. It is the meaning which it bears both in 
class. Gk. and in the later vernacular; see M.-M. Vocab. s.v. 

2. It was when suffering Israel began to hope for a future life that obiy 
. first gained an added significance, and this although the distinct conceptions 
(due to the influence of the Gk. aiwv) of ‘this age’ and ‘the age to come’ 
were probably not formed in pre-Christian Heb. thought (Dalman, Words, 
147-51). In Dan. xii. 2 the righteous and the wicked are said to rise eis 
(wv aidviov and eis aicxvvnv ai. respectively. Cf. Ps. Sol. iii. 16, Enoch 
Xxxvii. 4, x]. 9, 2 Mace. vii. 9 (ai. dvaBiwors: (ws), 4 Mac. xv. 3. And for 
future punishment aidvios is attached to Bdoavos (4 Mac, ix. 9, xiii. 15), 
dAcOpos (id. x. 15; ef. 2 Thes. i: 9), wp (id. xii. 12; cf. Mt. xviii. 8, xxv. 
41), aréAeva (Ps. Sol. ii. 35 v1), kdAaois (Mt. xxv. 46, Test. Rub. v. 5, Gad. vii. 
5). The word thus gained an eschatological character, and meant virtually 
‘everlasting, regardless of its derivation from atdy. Thus aiwviov dudprnpa 
(Mk. iii. 29) would in Heb. be pbip NNO, a sin that deserves xdAacts 
aimvios. The adj., in Hebraic writings, never loses the thought of the lapse 
of time. Combining past and future, it is applied to God: Is. xxvi. 4 (not 
Heb.), xl. 28, Bar. iv. 8; 20, 22, 35, Sus. 35 (Theod. 42), 2 Mac. i. 25, 
Rom. xvi. 26. 

3. After Christ’s Resurrection, Christians gradually realized that, though 
the final judgment did not come, the Messianic age had already begun ; and 
aiwvics once more gained an added significance under the influence of Gk. 
thought. It still retained its eschatological force when the writers looked 
forward to the Advent, but it could also apply now, to the life lived by 
Christians ‘with Christ in God’; so that it was virtually equivalent to 
‘spiritual, denoting a condition apart from the limitations of time. In the 
Epp. of S. Paul and Ep. Heb. the meaning oscillates between the two, but in 
S. John’s Gosp. and 1st Ep. the latter is the dominating thought. 


10-14. (Lk. xv. 3-7.) THE  gayings found in Lk. (Q) but none 
¢Lirtite Ones’ As Gop virws THEM. in Mk. 


In the remainder of the chap. 10, pare xtd.] The verse is 
Mt. includes in his collection some peculiar to Mt. Its position shews 
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\ , CaN a A / / \ 
pn Katahpovnonte évos THY piKpOY TOUTMY, EYO Yap 
aA lal lal SS \ / 
ipiv bre of dyyedos adtav év ovpavois dua mavtos PréETrovat 


an an > > lal 
12 TO ™ poowT ov TOV TATPOS pov Tov €V ovpavols. 


/ e lal 
TL upp 


a aN , i bf orn. € \ ly \ 
Socal; edy yérntat tive avOpor@ éxatov mpoRaTa Kal 


II om vers. n\Oe yap o vos Tou avOpwrov [fnrnoat Kat] cwoat To amohwdos 
NBL* 1* 13 33 We ff} Ssin.pal me sah; add DE etc & vet.pler.vg Scur.pesh. 


hel arm aeth 


that he understood puxpoé in the 
same sense as in vv. 6, 143; hence D 
al. add here tGv muiotevdvTwr ets 
éne from v. 6. But in its original 
context it may have been spoken of 
children only. To despise the simple 
and obscure believer was character- 
istic of many of the Pharisees of 
that day (cf. Lk. xviii. 9); rabbis 
spoke of the masses as PV] OD 
(6 Aads tHs ys) Hillel used to 
say ‘the ‘am hd@drez is not pious’ 
(Aboth ii. 6); cf. Jo. vii. 49. On 
“Opav pr see viii. 4. 

ot ayyeAou KTA.] It was a Jewish 
belief that a nation could have a 
guardian angel, eg. Israel, Persia, 
and Greece (Dan. x. 13, 20 f,, xii. 1) ; 
ef. Test. Dan v., vi. Levi v. (see 
Volz, Jud. Esch. 194f., Driver on 
Deut. xxxii. 8). A development of 
this is seen in the ‘angels’ of the 
Churches (Apoc. i. 20), who, as 
representatives rather than guardians, 
are so closely identified with the 
Churches that they receive the 
praise or blame due in each case. 
The angels of the ‘little ones’ may 
also be explained as, in some sense, 
their counterparts (see on ii. 2), repre- 
sented by whom they never fail to 
behold the Presence of God, BAérovar 
TO Tpdocwrov, as court officials have; 
access to a human king; cf. 4 
Regn. xxv. 19, Est. i. 14 (Heb.) ;; 
and see Tob. xii. 15. If the puxpot 
are children only, the passage implies 
that their innocence gives to their 
angels this access to the divine 


Presence, an access which must be in- 
creasingly denied them as the earthly 
child falls increasingly into sin, so that 
dua wavtdés holds good only as long 
as their innocence is preserved. But 
if the puxpot include all who are 
‘little,’ whether in age, worldly 
importance, or religious development, 
including (as vv. 12 ff. imply) sinners, 
the access of their angels to God’s 
presence is a beautiful expression 
of His unceasing knowledge and 
care, which is extended to all believers 
alike (cf. v. 8). The ‘angel,’ there- 
fore, symbolizes the believer’s relation 
to God? See Moulton, J7AS., July 
1909, 514 ff., who traces the belief 
to a Magian origin; Sanday, Life of 
Chr. in Rec. Research, 315-24. 

[11.] FAG yap 6 vids Tod dv- 
Oparrov coca. Td aroAwAds] A gloss, 
taken from Lk. xix. 10, to form a link 
between v. 10 and the following 
saying. 

12. Ti dyiv Soxet; xrtA.] See 
on xvii. 25. Lk. ris dvOpwros é€ 
bpov. Mt. gives the parable (which 
appears in Lk. xv. 3-7) as another 
saying on the ‘little ones’ (v. 14), 
who include not only the innocent 
but also the erring. If vv. 8 f. refer _ 
to excommunication, that thought 
may also be present to the evang. 
here: God will not lose one of the 
‘little ones’ till all efforts at rescue 
have been exhausted. See also v. 15. 
The sheep has wandered (rAavn6p) 
by its own fault, a thought which 
is lacking in Lk.’s droAéoas. 7a dpn 
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bolas > > lal > \ -) / 
TraVNnOn ev €E adtav, obyl adjoer Ta éverjxovta évvéa eri 


\ yy \ \ fal 
Ta Opn Kat mTropevbels Entre? TO Travewpevor ; 


Kal éavi3 


/ e ta PSY 2 2'N / a e aA 
yevntar evpeiy avtTo, aunv eyo tiv Ste yaipe er’ alto 

A Xx EN a > / lal 
Hadrov 7 emt Tots évevnKovta évvéa Tois pi) TeTAAVH[EVOLS. 

A > ” I 4 a a 
oUTws ovK éoTiw Oédnpa Eutrpocbev Tod TaTpds pov Tod év 14 


> tal tL 5) , a a A 
ovpavols tva aTroOANnTaL €vy- TWV BLK P@V TOUTWD. 


’Eav 15 


12 agyoet ef kat] BD[aginow]L 124 157 346 H vet [exe mq]. vg arm aeth; 


ages et om kar NE ete © mq 


14 wov] BFHIT minn.pawe S sin me sah arm 


aeth ; yuwy NDE al minn.pl L omn S cur.pesh ; om Aphr 


(Lk. év 77 Epp) are the high pastures 
where the sheep graze at will; 
one of them has wandered too far. 

ovxt adjoes ktA.] For the ace. 
after éri cf. ix. 9. With the wl. 
adels . . . ert ta dpn mopereis, 

‘it has the same meaning ‘on the 

mountains,’ and must not be con- 
nected with sopevGeis (Chrys). 
apnoe is part of the picture; the 
ninety-nine are in safety, and are 
not sacrificed for the sake of the one. 
TO mwAavwpevov pictures the act of 
wandering, Td azoAwAds (Lk.) the 
lost condition. Lk. adds the triumph- 
ant éws evpy avro. 

13. kal éav yéevyntar KTA.] Se. 
adt@ (cf. v. 19) or avrév. It is not 
the Heb. constr, 2 7° with inf. 
(Jiilicher) ; see Ges. Kautzsch, § 114 h. 
Lk. here enlarges: the man ‘lays it 
on his shoulders . rejoicing,’ and 
invites his friends and neighbours to 
share his joy. The thought is that 
of ix. 13; there is no suggestion 
that the ninety-nine are self-righteous 
and impenitent. The verse in Lk. 
corresponding with the present one 
is not part of the parable but its 
explanation, which in Mt. follows in 

_a different form. 

14. ottws KTA.] See on xiii. 40. 
On the Jewish periphrasis OéAynpa 
eum poo Gev see xi.26, The authorities 
for pov and ipov are divided; see 
on vi. 9. &v is the true reading, the 


neut. being carried over by the 
evang. from v. 12; it is corrected to 
eis in a few later unce., some 
MSS. and Vg.; there could be no 
difference in Aram. It is assumed, 
but not stated, that it is God who 
seeks the sheep; His means of rescue 
may be aman, as in v. 15. The 
parable only expresses the principle 
that a wandering sheep must be 
rescued. The question whether Mt. 
or Lk. is nearer to its original form 
cannot be answered. Mt., as always, 
is more Jewish in phraseology. He 
can hardly have added v. 14 from 
his own pen; it must have been the 
occurrence of 7. puKpov 7. in his 
source that led him to place the 
passage here. If the evangg. used 
a common source, it was in very 
different recensions. 


15-20 (cf. Lk. xvii. 3). Doris 
oF DISCIPLES TO THEIR FELLOW 


- BELIEVERS. 


These sayings, peculiar to Mt. 
except v. 15,.are arranged with the 
following line of thought; the duty 
of ‘gaining’ a brother is enjoined, 
privately if possible (v. 15), if not, 
by appeal to one or two other brethren 
(v. 16); then to the whole body of 
believers (v. 17); if that fails, ex- 
communication must follow (id.), 
since the Church possesses official 
authority to bind and loose (v. 18), 
and the smallest number of its 
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P \ ; \ 
88 duaption 6 aderAdos cov, bmaye ereyEov abrov petakv 


a / 


gov Kal avTod ovov. 
/ 
16 adeApov cou: 


27 cd , > / } \ 
éav cov akotvon, éxépdnoas Tov 

g / \ a 
gay O& pn akovon, mapddaBe peta cod 


étt éva % Sto, iva én ctdmatoc AYo mapTYPMN BH TPION cTAeH 


ieee , A ran n 3 Pek 
17 TSN pima’ éay O€ TapaKkovon avToV, elTOV TH eKKAnoia 
A / / ee ¢ 

éav 6€ kal Ths éxxAnotas TapaKxovon, EoTw GOL wWaTEp O 


15 auaprnon] NB 1 22 234" sah; add es oe unce.red minn.pl L omn % 


sin.cur.pesh me 


members can obtain answers to 
prayer (v. 19), and can be sure of the 
presence of the Master (v. 20). It 
is probable. that behind the section 
lie some genuine sayings; but in its 
present form it belongs to a date 
when the Church was already an 
organized Body. It is the most 
distinctly ecclesiastical passage in 
Mt.’s Gospel. 

15. eav O€ xTA.] A wandering 
sheep must be rescued, and a fellow 
man may be the means. ‘The 
addition eis oé€ is perhaps correct, 
but may be due to Lk. xvii. 4; or 
it arose from the reflexion that 
private rebuke presupposes a private 
wrong, which, however, is far from 
being the case. Lk. (xvii. 3) has 
‘if thy brother sin, rebuke him, 
and if he repent, forgive him,’ 
continuing with a saying similar to 
Mt. v. 21, and preceded by a parallel 
to Mt. wv. 6, 7. In Lk. ddeAdds 
means a fellow man, in Mt. a fellow 
disciple. €Aey£ov is either ‘convince’ 
him of his fault (cf. Jo. viii. 9, 46, 
1 Cor. xiv. 24), or better ‘reprove’ 
(Lk. éritiwynoov). The Aram. idiom 
is followed in perad cod k. avrod, 
which & vet uses for kar idiav in 
Xvii. 19, xx. 17, Mk. ix. 28. pdvov 
emphasizes the thought of privacy ; 
ef. Mk. ix. 2, car idiav povovs. 
Forgiveness (Lk. adés) is involved 
in exépdnoas. For the verb ef. 
PaO Or pix elo Mi le beta tise te 

16. éav 5€ xrA.] One or two 


other brethren would make two or 
three in all, whose united efforts at 
reconciliation may be successful. Or 
they are witnesses who would be 
prepared to give evidence before the 
Church, if necessary, that they had 
tried to convince the sinner. Neither 
of these is the sense of pdprvpes in 
Deut. xix. 15 which is here quoted 
(cf. 2 Cor. xiii. 1), and ora0y av 
pnya is strictly irrelevant; but a 
merely verbal appeal, probably by ~ 
the evangelist, is made to the words 
dvo0 7) tpr@v. _His tva, an abbrevia- 
tion of va rAnpwO7 7d fyOev or the 
like, makes the verb (LXX. orjoeTa) 
conjunctive; see Add. n. p. 192 on 
the force of tva in Mk. iv. 12. 

17. éav 6€ xtX.] For rapaxoveuv 
‘disregard, a meaning found in later 
Gk. (Polyb., Plut.), cf. Mk. v. 36, Is. 
lxv. 12, Est. iii. 3, 8, Tob. iii. “4, 
Test. Dan ii. 3. On éxxAnoia see 
xvi. 18, where it denotes the small 
body of the Lord’s followers as 
distinct from the Jewish Church. 
It has the same meaning here, if 
the words are a genuine utterance. 
But if they are not, as the following 
sentence suggests, €xkAnoia probably . 
means the local body of. Christians 
in a town or district. 

éotw xtX.] ‘Treat him as an 
outcast.’ The words are surprising 
if spoken by Jesus. €@vixot and 
teAX@vat are mentioned in v. 46 f., 
and the former in vi. 7, their standard 
of kindness and of prayer respectively 
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\ 
€Ovixos Kal 0 TedA@VNS. 
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? a a . 

Apunv éyo tyiv, doa eay 18 
/ end fo) na fal 

Snonte émi ths ys eotar Sedeuéva ev otpav@e Kal 
5 ee \ a a al 

€av AvonTE el THS yhs EcTat edupeva ev ovpave. 


¢ 


doa 
TI dAw 19 


> X 4 al a 
apnv réyo cpiv Sts éav S00 cuvpphwvncwow &e& wpwov emt 


THs yhs wept 


Ni / 
TavTos mpaypatos ob ay aitnowyTat, 


if 2 | lal \ an if n a 
YEVnoETAaL aUTOIS Tapa TOU TaTpos pov Tod év oppavots. 
od 4 > i x a / 
ov yap eciow dvo 7 Tpels ouvnypévor eis TO euov Ovopa, 20 


éxel cil ev péow avTav. 


being contrasted with that demanded 
from disciples, but in neither case 
are they synonymous with outcasts. 
Elsewhere the Lord’s attitude to 
teX@vas is one of tender sympathy : 
i fo £,.x. 3, x19, Lk. xviii. 10 ff, 
and espec. Mt.xxi.31 f. The passage 
. seems to belong toa period of Jewish 
hostility, which was met’in a spirit 
unlike the Master's. 

“18, duyv xtr.] See on v. 18. 
‘Bind’ and ‘loose’ must have the 
same meaning as in xvi. 19, qv. 
They need not refer to excommuni- 
cation and forgiveness, but in the 
present context of the verse that 
appears to be what the evang. had 
in mind. The authority is given 
to all the disciples considered as 
an ecclesia, It seems to be applied 
to the retaining and remitting of 
sins as early as the account of the 
martyrs at_ Lyons (Eus. H.H#. v. 2): 
éhvovy. pev aravtas, ederpevov de 
ovdeva. - On Cyprian’s use of the 
verse (De Unit. iv.) see Archbp. 
Benson’s Cypr. 181.- It is not im- 
possible that the verse is based on a 
genuine saying, of the same nature 
ag x1x. 28. 

19. maddw «tA.] A link with the 
context is supplied by the contrast 
between. ‘on earth’ and ‘in Heaven,’ 
and by the words ‘two or three’ (v. 
20). For cupdwvety cf. xx. 2, 13, 
Lk. v. 36, and see 1 Cor. vii. 5, 
2 Cor. vi. 15. On édy with fut. 
ind. see Blass, § 65. 5. apd (like 


NN) describes the performance of 
the request as a quasi concrete thing 
proceeding from God; cf xxi. 42 
(LXX.). 

20, 00 yép xtX.] The agreement 
of two is not a magic which forces 
God to answer, but implies that they 
have met as disciples (on «is 7. €p. 
dvopa see xxviii. 19), which involves 


the making only of such requests 


as the Master will endorse. The 
thought of the saying finds Jewish 
and Christian parallels: Aboth, iii. 
3 (see Taylor), ‘Two that are sitting 
and occupied with the words of 
Torah, the Shekinah is among them,’ 
and iii. 9; Grenf.-Hunt, Oxyr. Pap. 
i. 9 (as restored) drrov édv dow dvo 
ovk eioly a&Oeor, Kal Omov els éoriv 
povos, Aeyw eyo eye per avdrod. 
Ephr ?** ‘Where one is there I also 
am, and where two are, there will I 
also be.” A negative form appears 
in D, ovk eioiy yap dvo .. . dvopa, 
Tap ois ovK eit ev p. avt. The 
separatists denounced by Cyprian 
(De Unit. x.-xii.) relied on this verse, 
‘as if the Lord meant to commend 
not unity but paucity.’ 

If a genuine saying underlies wv, 
19, 20, it could not mean to the 
Lord’s hearers all that it could to 
Christians of a later date— the 
universal presence of the Divine 
Humanity expressing itself in the 
Church; cf. xxviii. 20. But Jesus 
may have said something of the 
same nature as x. 40, xxv. 35 f, 
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ea Tore mpocedOov o Llérpos ecimev ait Kupue, moodnis 


¢ id A ) / > A i 
dpaptnoe. eis ee 0 adedhos pov Kal adnow avT@m; Ews 


22 €MTAKIS ; 


23ad\d\a ews EBdSounKkovTaxis émra. 
42 f.: you can pray with My full 


endorsement because you are Mine, 
especially when two of you are united 
as Mine; the Father will hear you, 
because when you pray, I pray. 

21, 22. (Lk. xvii 4.) On For- 
GIVENESS. 

21. ToTe KTA.] On the prominence 
of S. Peter in Mt. see x. 2. Lk. does 
not mention him here. The con- 
struction duaptjoe ... Kal apjow 
is Hebraic; Wellh. compares Is. v. 4. 

22. od A€yw xTA.] In Lk. un- 
limited forgiveness is differently ex- 
pressed : ‘and if seven times a day 
he sins against thee, and seven times 
turn to thee saying, I repent, thou 
shalt forgive him.’ ov can be taken 
with Aéeyw (cf. Jo. xvi. 26): ‘1 de- 
cline to say seven times (as you 
propose)’; some, less naturally, make 
Aéyw cou a parenthesis. 

eBd. erra] If this is a cardinal 
number (‘seventy times seven’), it 
does not strictly answer the question 
moodkis; D corrects it to €P6d. 
émraxus, and the verss. so render it, 
“seventy-times seven-times’; ‘ quad- 
ringentis nonaginta vicibus’ (Jer.) ; 
and see Aphr. in Burkitt (Hv. da 
Meph. ad loc.). But Orig., Aug. have 
“seventy-seven times’ The same 
ambiguity is seen in Gen. iv. 24, 
dre ETTAKLS exdediknTat é€k Kau, 
ex b¢ Adpex €BdounKovTdkis errd, 
a parallel noted as early as Tert. (Orat. 
vii). The Heb. AyIwi DO vay =77, 
but the Luxx. by omitting the ‘and’ 
leaves it doubtful whether 70+ 7 or 
70x7 1s meant. (In Hom. JI. xxii. 
349, quoted by Moulton, xaé makes 
the meaning clear.) The saying in 


rE ? n € I a 
eyel aVT@ O Inaous 


‘in Gen. : 


Ov Aéyo cour ews ErTaxss. 
Ava todto wpodln 7 


Mt., and the apostle’s question lead- 
ing ‘to it, have possibly been framed 
under the influence of this passage 
the unlimited revenge of 
primitive man has given place to the 
unlimited forgiveness of Christians. 
Jer. (c. Pelag. iii. 2) cites from the 
Gosp. Heb. (see Teate u. Unters., 1911, 
39, 69): ‘si peccaverit, inquit, frater 
tuus in verbo et satis tibi fecerit, 
septies in die suscipe eum. Dixit 
ili Simon discipulus eius, Septies in 
die? Respondit dominus et dixit ei, 
Etiam ego dico tibi, usque septuagies 
septies.’ It continues with a reference 
to the universality of guilt, which is 
foreign to the context: ‘etenim in 
prophetis quoque postquam uncti 
sunt spiritu sancto inventus est sermo 
peccati.’ With the Christian standard 
compare that in Joma 86b, 87a 
(quoted by Allen), in which, on 
the strength of O.T. sentences, three 
times is laid down as a fixed limit 
for forgiveness. 


23-35. (Mt. only.) PaRaBLE oF 
THE UNFORGIVING DEBTOR. 

23. Sia rtotto KrA.] ‘Because 
unlimited forgiveness is the duty of 
a disciple, therefore when the King- 
dom of Heaven comes: those who 
have not followed the divine example 
will be punished, as this parable re- 
presents.” The Kingdom is not like 
the King, but his actions illustrate 
an aspect of it; see xiii, 24. On 
avO@poérm B. ‘a certain king’ see xi. 
19. A king, as the subject of a 
parable, appears also in xxii. 1-13, 
Lk. xiv. 31. It was a very common 
feature in Jewish parables (e.g. those 
in Mechilta, Fiebig, Altjiid. Gleichn., 
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/ fal ? a 4 a 
Bactreia THv ovpavdy avOpdr@ Bacire?l ds HOéAnTEV ovvapat 
/ \ a v2 Tak mor a 
Aoyov peTa TOV SovAwWY avTod' apEapévou Sé adtod cuvalpey 24 


mpoonydn els 


Paar) t / 
avT@ oeiéTns jvpiwv 


TANaVTOV, — fu) 25 


” \ > nf > rn 
éyovtos 6€ avTod amokodvar éxédXevcev adTov 6 KUpLOS 


a \ \ a 
mpabnvar Kal THY yuvaika Kal Ta 
TET@V OvV- 

7 S22 / 
MakpoOvpnoov ér épwol, Kal mavta atodecw cot. 


Kal arrodobjvat. 


Aéyou 


€ iA an 
omrayyvicbeis Sé 0 KUpLos Tod 
> / \ NN n a 
avtTov, Kat To Sdviov adhxev adto. 


/ 
Téxva Kal TavTa boa exe 
€ 


0 So0dA0s mpoceKvver avT@ 26 


A > Me > /- 
SovrAouv éxeivouv amédXvoev 27 
\ € an 
éEeAOw@v Sé 0 SodA0s 28 


> tal @ vA cal / fal a 
éxetvos evpev Eva THY cuvdovhwv avTod ds Mpherey avTO 


€ \ 8 , \ / Sear t 
E€KQATOV nvapta, Kal KPATNOAS AUTOV ETTVLYEV AEeyouv 


and Ziegler, Die Konigsgleichn. d. 
Midrasch), but Jesus more often 
spoke of the ‘master’ or ‘owner’ of 
slaves, field, vineyard, etc. ; and since 
the BaorXreds is called kvpuos in vv. 
25, 27, 31 f£., 34, and SovdAos (v. 32) 
and guvdovAos (vv. 31, 33) are 
mentioned, it is possible that the 
single word BaciAei has here been 
added, or substituted for ofxodeordrp, 
which is found in Chrys. ad loc. 
For ovvapar Adyov ‘to cast up 
accounts,’ perhaps a Latinism, rationes 
conferre, cf, xxv. 19. It occurs ina 
2nd cent. papyrus (BU. 775), and 
with ovvaiper Oat in Hogarth’s Fayum 
Towns, 261 (ist cent.), Ox i. 113 
(2nd cent.); also Adyov civapors 
(Deissm. Light from Anc. East, 118). 

24, ap€apévov KTA.] On cis= 
Tis see vill. 19. A talent was 6,000 
denarii, or £240. The immense sum 
owed cannot be explained as imperial 
taxes passing through the hands of 
a high official Judaea, Idumaea, 
and Samaria paid in one year only 
600 talents, and Galilee and Peraea 
200 (Jos. Ant. xvi. xi. 4). The 
amount expresses limitless forgive- 
ness, For the Jewish thought of sin 
as a debt see vi. 12. 

25. pa €xovros xtA.] He and 
his family and belongings are to be 
sold (cf. 2 Kings iv. 1), though their 


"Amdo 


price would cover but a fraction of 
the debt. For the class. éxew ‘be 
able,’ ‘have (the means)’ cf. Lk. vii. 
AZ XiVe U4 Heb. vi) 03. 50n. the 
gen, absol. followed by ace. see Blass, 
§ 74. 5, on the construction with 
exéevoev § 69. 8, and on the orat. 
rect, €xet § 56. 9. 

26. mecwv xtX.] On the impf. 
mpocexiver ‘besought,’ distinct from 
the aor. ‘did obeisance,’ see Blass, 
§ 57. 4. 

27. ordayxvicbeis kTX.] Release 
from slavery is the answer to paxpo- 
Oipnoov, but remission from the 
debt goes far beyond it. ddvov 
(here only in the N.T., cf. Deut. xv. 
OFEOmEX Vane 1) ising me lOalia esthe 
master has lent money, and the 
interest has enormously accumulated. 
This heavy oriental usury is of the 
scenery of the parable; its teaching 
is concerned only with forgiveness. 
On adjxev see M.-M. Vocab. 97 a. 

28. €€eAOwv xrA.] ‘A hundred 
denaria,’ about £4, was a 600,0ooth 
part of his own remitted debt. 
Kpétnous is illustrated by the 
Roman manus iniectio; the creditor 
was allowed to take the debtor 
forcibly befére the authorities (Plaut. 
Poen. 1. v. 45; cf. Lk. xii. 58). 
érviyev ‘ throttled’ was an additional 
act of violence. dad6. «i Tu detAets 
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29el te ddetrets. mec@v ody Oo atvdovdos avToD TapeKddet 

abtov réyov MaxpoOipnoov ér éuoi, Kal dmrodacw 
30001. 6 Sé ovK Oedev, GAG amredOav EBarev avdTov Eis 
31 gvaanny ws amodp Td dhetdouevov. iddvTes ody ob 


avvdovhoe avTod Ta yevoueva eduTHOncay aopddpa, Kal 
eOovres Suecddncay tO Kupio éavTdv TavTa Ta Yyevopeva. 
32 TOTE Tpotkarecdpevos avToY 6 KUpLOs avTOD éyEeL. AUTO 
Aodre rovnpé, macav rhv operrnv éxeivnv adhKd oot, éret 


33 Wapekddeods pe* 
3400U, @S Kayo o& nr€Noa ; 


n / 

ovx ede Kal oé édenoar tov aivdovdAoV 
€ 4 a 

kal opytobels 0 KUpLos avTov 


/ STAN a a 4 R 3 a a \ 
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is ‘an expression of pitiless logic’ 
(B. Weiss): ‘if you owe anything, 
ei te is not equivalent to 


29. meowv KTXr.] The repetition, 
almost: verbatim, of v. 26, heightens 
the cruelty of the refusal. On 
TapeKaAe? see Vili. 5. 

30. 6 8€ xrA.] On the redundant 
ame Ov see xiii. 28; cf. EAOdvTes 
v. 31. For Baddew eis pvdakiy 
ef. v. 25. On imprisonment for 
debt among Greeks and Romans see 
Deissm. Leght from Anc. East, 267. 

31. iddvres KTA.] eAvTHOnoav 
expresses sorrowful indignation (cf. 
Mk. ili. 5) at the creditor combined 
with pity for the debtor. On d:eod- 
gycav see xiii, 36. For the un- 
emphatic €avTav see Vili. 22. 

32. tore kTA.] He who will not 
forgive another is a SovA0s movnpds 
no less than he who is unfaithful to 
his Master’s trust (xxv. 26, Lk. 
xix. 22). For dfevAy, a late word 
(not in Lxx.), cf. Rom. xiii. 7, 1 Cor. 
vii. 3. It occurs in the Lord’s 
Prayer in the Didache (gee on vi. 12), 
and in papyri of the 1st and 2nd 


cent.: Ox. ii. 286, 18, 272. 16, and 
others in Deissm. Bible St. 221. 
Moulton, Expos., July 1910, 92. 

34. kal dpywrbeis kti.] Baca- 
vorais (here only in bibl. Gk.) must 
not be weakened to ‘gaolers’; 
tortures were employed both in 
Maccabean and MHerodian times. 
But the ‘word reaches out beyond 
the parable, and expresses in Jewish 
symbolism the thought of punish- 
ment, not purgatorial but punitive, 
in Gehenna: cf. viii. 29, Apoc. xiv. 
10:E2 xviii. 7, £0, 15, Xk On rea 
od arodo: te. perpetually, for the 
debt could never be paid; cf. v. 26. 

35. ovrws xTX.] The parable is 
an echo of v, 7, vi. 12, 14 f.; cf. Mk. 
xi, 25, Jam. ti. 13. The important 
addition dd 7. kapdiOv tp. is not 
found elsewhere; forgiveness is to 
be granted ‘not grudgingly or of 
necessity.’ Of. ék xapdias Rom. vi. 
17, 1 Pet, i. 22. The addition in 
the T.R. 7a waparrépata adrov 
(see Appar.) is probably due to vi. 
15. detAjpata would have been 
more in keeping with the parable. 
See on vi. 12. 
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Metipev aro tis Tadidalas kal HrOev eis ta Spa Tis 


> Ya a 
lovdaias tépav od *Topdavou. 


\ 4 a 
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XIX.-XxXV. JOURNEY TO THE SouTH, AND Ministry In JUDABA. 


xix. I, 2. (Mk.x.1.) THe JouRNEY. 

I. kat éyévero xtX.] On the 
formula at the end of a discourse see 
vii. 28. On peraipew see xiii, 53; 
Mk. éxeiGev dvaords, the last place 
mentioned being Capharnaum (Mk. 
ix. 33). The course of the journey 
is doubtful, owing to the obscurity 
of eis 7. dpia t. "lovdaias répay 7. 
*Iopdavov, the uncertainty of the 
_vreading in Mk, eis 7. dpia 7. 
*lovd. [2 Kal] mwépav rt. “lopd., and 
Lk’s statement (xvii. 11) that Jesus 
‘passed through the midst of Samaria 
and Galilee’ If Lk. is correct, Mt. 
must not be understood to describe 
a route to Judaea via Peraea, for 
though this was frequently taken 
by Jews in order to avoid Samaritan 
territory (see x. 5), Peraea was part 
of the dominion of Antipas, which 
Jesus wished to shun. The Peraean 
route is, indeed, assumed in A and 
later MSS. in Mk. (61a rod wépay 
7. Iop6.), regardless of Lk. The read- 
ing kat wépav in Mk. (NBCL) implies 
a route to Peraea via Judaea. Swete 
(ad loc.) and Bp. West Watson 
(JThS., 1910, 269 ff.) explain this as 
a summary of movements partly in 
Judaea, and partly on the E. of the 
Jordan, including the events related 
in Jo. vii. 14, x. 22, 40, xi. I-44, 54. 
But Mk.’s whole verse, taken by 
itself, suggests nothing but two 
successive stages in a single journey, 
in which Jesus may have crossed the 
Jordan at Jericho or elsewhere, and 
recrossed it, arriving at Jericho (Mk. 
v. 46). But Mk. without «ai (= Mt.) 
is still obscure. Wellh. takes 7. 


*Tovd. répav tr. *lopd. to be an un- 
grammatical equivalent for +. ’I. 
Ths mépav tr. 71, ‘trans-Jordanic 
Judaea,’ 4.e. that part of the country 
E. of the Jordan which belonged to 
the Jews. .Cf. Strabo xvr. ii. 21, 
Tac. Hist. v. 6. Burkitt (Gosp. Hist. 
96 f., JTRS., 1910, 412 ff.) conjectures 
that while Jesus went through 
Samaria, as Lk. relates, Peter and 
most of the disciples went via Peraea, 
meeting Him at the spot where the 
pilgrim route crossed the Jordan 
into Judaea; from Peter’s, and there- 
fore the narrator’s, point of view; 
the route on the west of Jordan 
which Jesus took with at least James 
and John (Lk. ix. 51-56) was mépav 
tT. lopddvov (cf. eis 7d wépav, of the 
W. of the lake, Mk. v. 21). The 
Lord could thus avoid the territory 
of Antipas, and travel without 
attracting attention. On this sup- 
position, +. dpia may mean either 
the boundary (ra dxpa Orig.), or the 
region as a whole; but the latter is 
probably always the meaning in the 
N.T. Till xx. 17 Jesus is not far 
from the northern boundary, which 
ran from Antipatris to the Jordan, 
about 17 m. north of Jericho; then 
He is on the road; and in xx. 29 
He leaves Jericho. 


- 2, Kat HKoAovOncav «TA.] Mk. 
‘And crowds came together again 
unto Him, and as He was accustomed 
He was teaching them again.’ Mt. 
speaks of healings, not of teaching 
(see xiv. 14). On general statements 
of healing see iv. 23. 
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3-98 (Mk. x.42=12);) cleMtisy. 
31 f., Lk. xvi. 18.) TEACHING ON 
DIVORCE. 

3. Kat mpoonrAOav krA.] If the 
omission in Mk. (Dabk Ssin) of 
mpooeA Gores ot Papicaior is correct, 
and not an early scribal slip, the 
question was asked by the people. 
It was a test question (eipd(ovTes, 
ef. xvi. I, xxli. 18, 35), the answer 
to which might be expected to give 
them a further handle against Jesus ; 
and a special edge was given to it by 
the recent divorce of Antipas, from 
whose territory He had just arrived. 
For «i in a direct question cf. xii. 10 
(Blass, § 77. 2). The subj. of adrot 
is omitted, the addition of dvOpwrw 
being clearly a correction ; ef. éavrdy, 
Jam. i. 27. Mk. has dvdpi. 

kata macav aitiav] The school 
of Hillel allowed divorce for the 
most trifling causes; see Philo, Leg. 
Spic. v., Jos. Ant. Iv. vill. 23, Vita, 
76, Gittin ix. 10 (‘even if she has 
burnt his food in cooking it’); that 
of Shammai, on the other hand, 
said ‘A man shall not divorce his 
wife unless he has found in her a 
matter of shame’ (zbzd.). See on v. 
32. By the addition of kata, rac. 
air. in Mt. the gloss pi) ert ropveig, 
in v. 9 is prepared for. The effect 
is that the questioners appear to be 
trying to inveigle Jesus into taking 
a side in the Rabbinic dispute. But 
see on v. 9. In Mk. their purpose 
is different, their question turning 
not on the scribal interpretation, but 
on the validity of the law itself. 


4 Krioas] B 1 22 33 124 [He constituit] arm; rovyoas NCDE etc & vet 


4. 6 6€ xtX.] In Mk., Jesus at 
once refers to the Mosaic law, as 
they expected that He would; He 
asked ti tpiv évereiAaro Mwvojs ; 
and when they referred to Deut. 
xxiv. 1, He carried them back to 
the still earlier ordinance at the 
Creation. In Mt., the latter reference 
is placed first, and when they appeal 
to Moses (the Lord’s ri éveretharo 
M.; being placed in their mouth, v. 
7), He meets them, and refers to the 
Creation a second time. This formed 
the culminating breach with the 
Pharisees; Jesus criticizes not the 
scribal tradition but the Law. On 
OvK avéyvwTeE see xii. 3. 

6 Kticas KTA.] am apxis is to 
be taken with éroinoev : ‘the Creator 
“made them male and female” from 
the beginning’ For the absol. 6 
kticas cf. Rom. i. 25. Mt. alters 
Mk.’s awd Sé THs apyjs KTivews (for 
which Allen cites Jewish parallels 
from Ass. Mos. i. 17, xii. 4, Pes. Rab. 
K. 21). The vl. 6 moujoas was 
probably due to émoinoev in the 
quotation (Gen. i. 27, v. 2); the 
LXX. uses it both for N03 and AWY in 
the narrative of the Creation. The 
same argument against divorce is 
found in the Fragm. of a Zadokite 
Work, vii. 2 (see Charles). 

5. Kat edrev KTA.] Sc. 6 KTicas. 
But since in Gen. ii. 24 the words are 
not spoken by God, and in Mk. both 
quotations are statements made by 
Jesus, the nota interr. should per- 
haps follow avrovs, Jesus being the 
subject of ezrev. The 1.xx. has 
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Movorjs éveTeiNaTO AOYNal BIBATON attoctacfoy Kal ammoAfcai; 


‘ ral 
Reyes avtois OTe 


avtov after ratépa and pyrépa, and 
mporkoAdnOjcerat, Mk. has atrod 
(with Lxx.*°*) after zatépa only, and 
he omits ‘and shall cleave unto his 
wife.” §. Paul quotes the passage, 
with variations of reading, as a type 
in Eph. v. 31, and part of it as a 
warning in I Cor. vi. 16 f. 
6. dore xtAX.] So Mk, except 
pia oapé The teaching contained 
in the quotations is driven home. 
The first human male and female 
were intended solely for each other ; 
the principle involved in their 
creation was that their union was 
complete and indissoluble. And 
they were the norm for each succeed- 
ing pair. Each married couple is 
a reproduction of Adam and Eve, 
and their union is therefore no less 
indissoluble. The Mosaic precept 
(v. 8) was a concession to Nature as 
it actually is, which if unregulated 
would tend to promiscuity ; but the 
Lord appeals from it to ideal Nature 
as pictured in Eden. 
6 otv xtX.] The words were 
‘introduced into the English Form 


of Matrimony in 1548, but had- 


previously stood in the Gospel 
of the Ordo sponsaliwm’ (Swete). 
ovv(evyvivas is not used of marriage 
elsewhere in Scripture (contrast Ez. 
i. 11, and 23 (a)); Aq. has ovvfvyia 
and -yos in Ez. xxiii. 17,21; cf. Aesch. 
Choéph. 589. The verb occurs in Jos. 
Ant. I. xix. 10, and Swafevyvivas, of 
the dissolution of marriage, 1d. Iv. 
viii. 23. For xwpifew of nuptial 
separation (used in Polyb.) cf. 1 Cor. 


Mavors mpos Hv oKAnpoKxapdiayv dpav 8 


vil. ro f, 15; and the use perhaps 
underlies Romi. viii. 35, 39. 

7. A€youow x«td.] The ques- 
tioners appeal to Deuteronomy 
against Genesis; in Mk., Jesus appeals 
to Gen. against Deut. (see on v. 4). 
The reason for Mt.’s transposition is 
not clear, but it can hardly have 
been merely because Gen. stands 
before Deut. (Wernle). In Mk. (wv. 3). 
ti=‘What’; Mt., placing the words 
in the questioners’ mouths, makes 
ti=‘Why. In Mk. the Lord says 
évereiAatro, and they reply with 
erétpeWev ; Mt. transposes the verbs, 
assigning to Him the more accurate 
expression ; Moses did not command, 
he only permitted, divorcee. On 
BiBXr. drocraciov see v. 31. 

8. eyes ktd.] Moses regulated, 
but thereby conceded, the practice of 
divorce; both were with a view to 
(rpés) the nation’s (bp@v) hardness of 
heart: since they persist in falling 
short of the ideal of Eden, let it at 
least be within limits. Cf. S. Paul’s 
attitude to the Law (Gal. iil. 17 ff.). 
okAnpoxapoia (confined to bibl. Gk.) 
recurs in the N.T. in ‘Mk’ xvi. 14 
only. In the 1xx. it corresponds 
with ‘uncircumcision of heart’ (Deut. 
x. 16, Jer.iv. 4; cf. Ac. vii. 51), and 
‘rage, or pride, of heart’ (Sir. xvi. 
Io); the adj. -d:0s to ‘crooked’ 
(Prov. xvii. 20) and ‘stubborn’ 
(Ez. iii. 7). The last (NWP) is the 
ordinary meaning of oxAnpés in the 
LXX. (cf. -ptveww Heb. iii. 8, iv. 7); 
and cf, Jude 15; butin the N.T. it also 
denotes ‘stern’ (Mt. xxv. 24), ‘fierce’ 

T 
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(Jam. iii. 4), or ‘difficult’ (Jo. vi. 60). 
The last clause dm’ dpx7s xTA. is added 
by Mt., reinforcing the teaching of v. 4. 

9. Aéyw Se tyiv xrA.] Not quite 
like the éya d€ Aéyw dyiv of v. 22, 
28, etc.; the Mosaic concession has 
already been contrasted with the 
divine principle, and Jesus now 
endorses the latter. Mk. has ‘And 
in the house (gee on viii, 16) again 
the disciples asked Him concerning 
this” In Mt. the wotds are a 
continuation of the reply to the 
Pharisees, but a conversation with the 
disciples (absent from Mk.) is added 
in vv, 10-12. For the various state- 
ments on divorce see on v. 31 f. Mt. 
here follows Mk. v. 11, but omitting 
er attnv after porxarat, perhaps 
thinking it ambiguous, since it might 


grammatically refer to either woman. : 


pn ert topveia] Cf v. 32, 
mapexTds Adyou ropveias (read here 
in some MSS.). In both cases the 
saving clause is added in Mt. only. 
It-cannot be supposed that Mt. 
wished to represent Jesus as siding 


with the school of Shammai (see on _ 


v. 3); the close connexion of v. 9 
with. v, 8 shews that he understood 


Him to be further emphasizing the. 


ideal of creation, and any reference 
to Rabbinic disputes is beside the 
mark. The addition of the saving 
clause is, in fact, opposed to the spirit 
of the whole context, and must have 
been made at a time when the practice 


of divorce for adultery had already 
grown up. (In Herm. Mand. iv. 1, 
a reference: to this passage, it is 
definitely enjoined.) Whether the 
writer of the gloss thought that the 
divorcer was free in such a case to 
marry again is not clear, though it 
seems to be implied. But that either 
Jesus thought so in spite of His 
clear teaching on the first man and 
woman, or Mt. who coupled v. 9 
with v. 8, is inconeeivable (uorxetay 
8 7 nyeirae TO eruyhpat (avros Gare- 
pov TOV Kexwpicpevov, Clem. Strom. 
ii. 145). Scur here, and Ssin in v. 
31, Mk. x. 2, r1 f., render daroAveww by 
‘leave’; but in both Gospp., and in 
all the variant readings, the verb must 
bear the same meaning ; it cannot be 
confined to a separation a mensa et 
toro as distinct from divorce. 

Mk. further says (v. 12), ‘and if 
she, having put away her husband, 
marry another, she committeth 
adultery” The divorce of a man 
by his wife was a Greek and Roman, 
but not a Jewish, custom (Jos. Ant. 
XV. vii. 10); hence, probably, Mt.’s 
omission of the words. Under the 
influence of Gk. habits and thought 
Herodias could leave her husband 
Philip and be married to Antipas 
(Mt. xiv. 3 f), and Salome, her great- 
aunt, divorced Costobarus (Jos. le. ; 
see also xvill. ix. 6). 8S. Paul 
assumed (I Cor. vii. 10 f., 13) that 
it was legal at Corinth, though -he 
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dédora. eicly yap evvodyor 
opposed the practice. If the words 
are genuine in Mk., the question put 
to Jesus was appropriate at the 
moment of His first reappearance in 
public after avoiding Herod’s terri- 
tory, and the answer may have 
contained an implied reference to 


Herodias (Burkitt, Gosp. Hist. 98 ff.). 


1o-12. (Mt.only.) On Cernrpacy. 

10, ef ovtws kTA.] If airia refers 
to the aitia of v. 3, the meaning is, 
‘If the cause (for divorce) that a 
man has against his wife stands 
thus,’ ae if adultery is the only 
cause. The disciples, in this case, 
are represented as shrinking from 
the strict rule of the school of 
Shammai, and the verse must be 
due to the hand that added xara 
mwdcav aitriav (v. 3), and pa ent 
mopveia (v. 9). But the meaning 
is obscurely expressed, both airia 
and perd needing mental explana- 
tion. airia is probably a Latinism 
(cf. Mk. v. 33): ‘If the case of a 
man with his wife stands thus.’ Cf. 
the vl. of some minn. in Mk. v. 
33, eimev alT@ Tacav THY aiTiav 
aiths. M.-M. (Vocab. s.v.) quote two 
passages from papyri in which this 
meaning is-approached. For otrws 
as a predicate see i. 18. 


11. 6 6€ eirev KTA.] If ovrus 
in v. 10 refers to the’ indissolubility 
of marriage, the Lord’s reply is 
difficult. He cannot be supposed 
to agree with the disciples that ‘it 
is not advantageous to marry,’ after 
His solemn statement that marriage 
was a divine ordinance; and it is 
awkward to make r. Adyov [Tovror] 
refer to the quotation in v. 4 fi: 
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‘all cannot make room in their. 
lives for the divine ordinance of 
indissoluble marriage, because some 
for physical reasons cannot marry, 
and some for spiritual reasons will 
not.’ It is probable that wv. 10-12 
originally stood in another context, 
following some utterance on self- 
denial for the sake of the Kingdom 
of Heaven, which might include the 
renunciation of marriage (cf. Lk. xiv. 
26, xviii. 29); and both otrws € 7 
aitia and +. Adyov [rotrov] refer to 
this. For xwpetv ‘to find room for, 
‘be capable of containing’ (class.) cf. 
Jo. li. 6, xxi. 25; in late Gk. it is 
metaph., as here and v. 12; cf. 
2 Cor. vii. 2, For the thought of 
GAN ofs SédoTae cf. 1 Cor. vii. 7. 
Neither Jesus nor S. Paul lays down 
any particular form of self-denial as 
obligatory in all cases; in v. 21 a 
different form is recommended to 
one who needed it, and in v, 29 
(to which Lk. adds 7 yvvatka) the 
general principle is stated. Jesus 
is far removed from an asceticism 
which shuns marriage as wrong in 
itself. . Contrast the tone of the Gosp. 
Egypt. (Clem. Strom. wt. iii. 92), 
‘On Salome inquiring when should be 
known the things of which He spoke, 
the Lord said, When ye shall have 
trampled on the vesture of shame, and 
when the two become one, and the 
male with the female, neither male 
nor female” For dAAad=ci pa (cf. 
Aram. “l/d) see Mk. iv. 22, ix. 8 (AC). 

12. eiolv ydp «tA.] The verse 
illustrates ofs Séd0rac: ‘for while 
some are eunuchs involuntarily, 
others have deliberately embraced 
the life of self-renunciation.’ Or 
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o 6¢€ 
possibly all three classes are instances 
of ois 6déborat, the divine ‘gift’ 
taking, in the case of the first two, 
the form of outward circumstances. 
The description of these can hardly be 
metaphorical, as some have thought. 
The condition of the first two is 
dealt with in Yebam. viii. 4-6; cf. 
vi. 6. The description of the third 
is, of course, metaphorical, as many 
patr. writers realized, and describes 
spiritual self-renunciation, as com- 


14 avTots. 


plete as though the physical act had’ 


been performed. Cf. the Agraphon 
in Clem. Strom. 111. xv. 97, 6 Kata 
mpoerw evvovxias dporoynoas pi) 
yipat ayapos Suapevéerw. Paved. rit. 
iv. 26, edvodyos aAnOAs odx 6 pA) 
Suvdpevos GAN? 6 pi) Bovddpevos 
piAndeiv. Origen, in his youth, as 
is well known, is said by Eus. (2.£. 
VI. viii. 1 f.) to have understood it 
literally, and performed the act upon 
himself, and was not without imita- 
tors, though in later life he explained 
the words in a spiritual sense. On 
the patr. treatment of the passage see 
Bauer, NT Stud. for Heinrici, 235 ff. 
The aor. edvovxicay points to a time 
before the words were spoken. If 
they are genuine, the Lord may be 
referring to the fact that some of 
the disciples had given up thoughts 
of marriage in order to follow Him. 
S. Peter probably left his wife during 
the period in which he followed 
Jesus (Lk. xviii. 28f.), though she 
accompanied him afterwards (1 Cor. 
ix. 5); tradition held the apostle 
John to be a celibate (ewnuchus, Jer. 


9 an 3 
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on Is. lvi. 3 f, Christe spado, Tert. 
Monog. xvii.) ; and for Jesus Himself 
also self-dedication to His Father's 
business may possibly have involved 
a conscious act of abnegation. 

6 dvvdpevos kTA.] The warning 
of v. 11 is repeated, tov Adyov 
[rovrov] being understood as the obj. 
of the verb: ‘let him only who is 
able (by divine gift) to make room 
in his life for the call to renuncia- 
tion, make room for it.’ Justin 
(Apol. i. 15) so understood it, rAryv 
ov mavTEs TOUTO Xwpovor.. But it 
may originally have been a distinct 
saying, equivalent to ‘he that hath 
ears to hear, let him hear, which Mt. 
placed here owing to the recurrence 
of the verb. It is so used in Ign. 
Smyrn. vi. 1, 6 XwpOv Xwpeiro. 


13-15. (Mk. x. 13-16, Lk. xviii. 
15-17.) JESUS BLESSES CHILDREN. 

13. Tore kTA.] If marriage is 
hallowed, so are children. In Mk., 
the aim of those who brought them 
was ‘that He might touch them,’ a 
magical power being expected to flow 
from the great Rabbi (see Orig. 
quoted by Swete); by adding kat 
mpooeventar (see on xiv. 23) Mt. 
anticipates Mk.’s karevAdyet, making 
them desire what the Lord actually 
gave. Lk. has kal ra Bpédn, ‘even 
infants, but in the next verse he 
adopts Mk.’s raudéa. 


14. 6 S& "Inoots xrA.] Mt., Lk. 
omit Mk.’s jyavaxrnoev (see on Viii. 
3). The Lord was indignant because 
they ought by this time to have real- 
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ized how high a place ‘little ones’ of 
all kinds held in the Father’s sight 
(cf. xviii. 1-6, 10-14). éAOetv is the 
act of the children then present; 
épxeoOar (Mk., Lk.) is applicable to 
all. tov yap TowtTwy KTA., ‘for 
the Kingdom of Heaven belongs to 
such’; its possessors are to be children 
and all others who have the child- 
like spirit ; ‘taliwm, non istorum, ut 
’ ostenderet non aetatem regnare sed 
mores’ (Jer.). The thought is put 
in other words in v. 3, 5, 8. In Mk. 
(v. 15), Lk. (v. 17) a saying is added 
enlarging upon it, the equivalent of 
which Mt. has already given in xvili. 
3. When the K.of Heaven was under- 
stood to be the Church, the words 
were naturally applied to Christian 
Baptism. Mt.’s passage was read in the 
Gospel of the Sarum Ordo ad facien- 
dum Catechumenum; in the Engl. 
Prayerbooks Mk.’s was substituted. 
15. Kal émuBeis ktA.] Mk.’s tender 
evayKaAvordpevos is omitted (cf. xviii. 
2 with Mk. ix. 36). Lk. omits the 
act of blessing altogether. éopev0n 
éx. is taken from the opening of 
Mk.’s next narrative, éxopevopévov 
Se adrod (sc. €x THs oikias) eis Oddv. 


16-22. (Mk. x. 17—22, Lk. xviii. 


18-23.) THe Ricn Youne May. 
16. kal idov xtX.] ‘The children 
. were nearer the Kingdom than 
they could suppose themselves to be. 
The rich man . . . was farther from 
it than he supposed himself to be’ 
(Plummer). For efs (so Mk. ; tvs Lk.) 
see viii. 19. Mk.’s vivid ‘ran and 
knelt to Him’ is omitted. Lk. calls 


> \ € 
els é€otly oO 


ayabos: 
him an épxwv; of the meanings given 
in ix. 18 the last, ‘a rich, or important, 
man’ suits the context best. 

d:ddoKaAe ktA.] On the title see 
vii. 21, Mk. Lk. 806. dya6é, ri 
rouow iva (Lk. roujous). Mt. pre- 
pares for the alteration which he 
makes in the Lord’s reply, by trans- 
ferring the adj. to the question. For 
ox ‘get’ (Mk, Lk. xAnpovopyjow) 
ef. xxi. 38. eis tiv (wv etoedOety 
(v. 17) 1s synonymous; see vii. 14, 
Xviii. 8, and Add. n. 

17. Ti pe épwras kTX.] Mk, Lk. 
ti pe déyers ayabdv ; ovdels ayaHds 
et pay eis 6 Oeds, Mt.’s alteration 
avoids words which might seem ~ 
derogatory to Jesus; but rightly 
understood they are not. The ques- 
tioner employed the adj. neither in 
irony nor in flattery. It may have 
been merely an expression of polite- 
ness. But his question shewed that 
his conception of goodness was in- 
adequate, since he treated it as 
quantitative, and attainable by a 
definite act or series of acts. Jesus 
therefore gave to the adjective its 
deepest meaning. The reply, in Mk, 
Lk. did not answer his question, but 
shewed him that goodness lay in being 
rather than doing, that it meant living 
the life of God. Jesus did not imply 
that He Himself was not good; He 
started from the questioner’s word, 
and from his moral standpoint. In 
Mt. the meaning is essentially the 
same, though the simplicity of the 
question and answer is lost, and efs 
éotiv 6 dyaGos does not logically 
correspond with the neut. dyaGdv. 
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ei 8¢ GéXeus KTA.] This half verse, 
with the following question Iovas ,; 
interprets the simple tas évtoAds 
oidas of Mk, Lk. Any other com- 
mandments would, of course, have 
served, but those in the second table 
of the Decalogue were the most 
suitable specimens. for shewing, in 
a practical form, what it meant to 
live the life of God. 
18. Aéyes KrA.] The strict sense 
of woias ‘what kind of command- 
ments’ (cf. Rom. iii. 27) would be 
irrelevant ; it is equivalent to rivas, 
and carries on the ri of vw 16 (cf. 
xxii, 36, xxiv. 42f., Blass, § 50. 6). 
Only Mt. prefixes the art. to the 
commandments. ov follows the Lxx.; 
~ Mk., Lk. have 7} with conj. through- 
out. The order of the first four 
of the commandments here and in 
Mk. is. that in Exod. xx. (M.T. and 
Lxx. 4"), and Deut. v. (M.T. and 
xx. “¥), Jos, Ant. WI. v. 5, and 
Didache ii. 1. The first two are 
transposed in Lk., Mk. (ANX al i), 
Rom, xiii. 9, Jam. ii. 11; in some 
Heb. MSS. of Exod. and Deut., in- 
cluding the Nash papyrus, and in 
Deut. pxx. >"; Philo (De Decal. xxiv., 
xxxii., Mangey ii. 300) and Tert. (De 
Pud. v.) base an argument on this 
order; and it is found in Theoph., 
Clem. Al, and other Christian 
writers. Before tia Mk. alone adds 
pa) amrootepnons (perhaps a later 
addition; B*KAP & sin omit), either 
with pucOdv wévntos understood, 
a reference to Deut. xxiv. 14 (AF), 
or with a more general meaning 
akin to that of the tenth command- 
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ment. Mt.’s addition dyamjoess KTA. 
is to the same effect, but goes deeper. 
Cf. Herm. Mand. viii. 5, Semel. vi. 
v. 5. ‘It is the reverse of swum 
cuique’ (Wohlenberg). 

19. tiwa KTA.] Cf. xv. 4, Eph. 
vi. 2. This commandment receives 
emphasis in all the three accounts by 
being placed out of its order. Perhaps 
the rich young man was of humble 
origin, and in need of the reminder. 
On the omission of cov see xv. 4. 

dyarjoes KTA.] From Lev. xix. 
18; see Mt. xxii. 39. It can hardly 
be genuine here, as Orig. saw. The 
commandments from the Decalogue 
were such as to draw from the rich 
man his confident é¢iAaga, but this 
is of a higher order, and anticipates 
the teaching which he still needed, 
and received in v. 21. See Gosp. 
Heb. quoted at v. 22. 

20. Néyer kTA.] Mt. alone describes 
him as veavioxos, apparently formed 
from Mk.’s ék vedtnrés pov. The 
word, however, need not imply. one 
too young to say ‘from my youth’ 
or to be an &pxwv; in the Lxx. it is 
applied to warriors (e.g. Gen. xiv. 24, 
2 Chr. xi. 1, Is, xiii. 18). épvAaga’ 
(so Lk.) interprets Mk.’s épuAagdunv 
in the sense in which the mid. is 
frequent in the Pentateuch. But the 
latter is not. used actively elsewhere 
in the N.T., and may mean ‘from all 
these things I have guarded myself’ 
(cf. Ac. xxi. 25, 2 Tim. iv. 15). 

ti éru vorep@;] Taken from Mk.’s 
év oe vorepel in the Lord’s answer. 
Some think that Mt. purposely draws 


an unfavourable picture of the rich 


XIX. 22] THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


279 


A on / a € ei \ \ a n 
vmaye TwAnTOY Gov Ta UTapxovTa Kal S05 Tols TTwYOIS, 
\ 4 \ > > val a 
kal é€eus Onoavpov év ovpavois, Kal Sedpo axorovOer or. 
> 7 N ¢ /, \ fal fel 
axovoas S€ 6 veavicxos Tov Aoyov TodTOY dmHAOEv AvTOv- 22 


man (cf. xxii. 35-40 where he omits 
Mk. xii. 32 ff.), and that the question 
is intended to reveal a proud com- 
placency. But it might equally 
express a pathetic despair. Mk. 
pictures a genuine earnestness (rpoc- 
Spapov K. yovurerioas avrov) which 
called forth the Lord’s affection 
(nydarnoev adrév), Mt., Lk. omit 
this expression of emotion (see on viii. 
3), but not necessarily because they 
thought the man unworthy of it. 
21. ef Oéders xrrX.] ‘If you 
desire to be really fitted to get 
eternal life’ The thought corres- 
ponds exactly with that of ei OéXdeus 
xTA. inv. 17. It is Mt.’s substitute 
for Mk.’s év we vortepel (Lk. ere ev 
oot Aciret). To give his possessions 
to the poor would not in itself con- 
stitute teAeudrys (ef. 1 Cor. xiii. 3), 
but it might be, in the case of the 
rich man, a supreme expression of 
love, the one thing that he lacked, 
in other words of the dya@év that he 
asked about, the divine life lived 
now, which is the sole preparation 
. for eternal life. Once in possession 
of this, he would have eternal life as 
a treasure stored in heaven (cf. vi. 
2of.), and he would take unfettered 
the next step—to follow Jesus as one 
of His band of disciples. The words 
are not a universal command of 
voluntary poverty, but a concrete 
- instance which applied to the given 
case, and no,doubt can apply to 
many another. ‘Of the form em- 
bodied in this precept it is probably 
safe to say “O Suvdmevos xXwpeiv 
xwpeitw’ (Swete); see Clem. Quis 
_ Dives 13 ff. Another method of ex- 
pressing the Love which is reAeudrys 
is given in v. 44-48. Cf. Martha’s 
xpeta évds (Lk. x. 41), and the many 


ways in which Love can shew itself 
(1 Cor.-xiii. 4-7). 

22. dxotoas kTA.] So Lk., avoid- 
ing Mk.’s orvyvdoas eri TO Adyy. 
On jv €xwv (so Mk.) as shewing 
Aramaic influence see Blass, § 62. 2 ; 
for the opposite view, Moulton, i. 227. 
KTypatTa: probably ‘landed property,’ 
more definite than  possessiones 
(Vulg.) ; cf. Ac. ii, 45 (distinguished 
from vmdp€ers), v. 1. It stands for 
‘vineyard,’ Prov. xxix. 34 [xxxi. 16], 
Hos. il, 15 (17), and ‘field,’ Prov. 
xxiii. 10. He was a xt7/Twp ywpiwv 
7 oiki@v (Ac. iv. 34) who could not 
rise to the demand made upon him. 

In Gosp. Heb. (Orig.’** Comm. in 
Mat. xv. 14) the Gospel story is 
compressed, but ‘give to the poor’ is 
expanded: ‘Another rich man said 
unto Him, “ Master, by doing what 
good thing shall I live?” He said 
unto him, ‘‘Man, do the law(s) and 
the prophets.” He answered Him, 
“T have done them.” He said unto 
him, “Go, sell all that thou possessest 
and distribute to the poor, and come, 
follow Me.” But the rich man 
began to scratch his head, and it 
pleased him not. And the Lord said 
unto him, ‘“‘ How sayest thou, I have 
done the law and the prophets? 
Whereas it is written in the law 
Thou shalt love thy neighbour as 
thyself; and lo, many of thy brethren, 
sons of Abraham,.are clothed in filth, 
dying from hunger, and thy house is 
full of many good things, and 
nothing at all goeth forth from it to 
them.” And He turned and said to 
Simon His disciple sitting by Him, 
‘‘Simon, son of John, it is easier for 
a camel to go through the eye of a 
needle, than a rich man into the 
Kingdom of Heaven.” 
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23-26, (Mk. x. 23—275 Lk: xviii. 
24-27.) CONCERNING RICHES. 

23. 6 8€ “Inoots xtA.] Mk. kat 
mepibrAePdpevos (Mk.°, Lk. vi. 10 
only) 6 71. A€yex. On dui A. v. 
see v.18. For the thought cf. 


Sir, xxxiv. [xxxi.] $f, Lk vi.-24; - 


1 Tim. vi. 9. ‘Aurum enervatio 
virtutum’ (Aug.). The adj. dicKoAos 
is used (class.) of persons, ‘hard to 
please, ‘discontented’; cf. Theod. 
Ez. ii. 6; of things, ‘unpleasant’ ; 
ef. Jer. xxix. 9 [xlix. 8], Ditt. Syl. 
213. 33 (cited by Allen), The 
meaning ‘difficult’ is found in the 
marg. of a single MS. in 4 Regn. 
ii. 10, dickodov ArAow (see Field, 
Hexapla). Mt., Lk. omit Mk. v. 24, 
“And the disciples were amazed 
(€OapBovtvro) at His words. And 
Jesus again answering saith unto 
them, Children, how hard it is to 
enter into the Kingdom of God’ (cf. 
xx. 17 with Mk. x. 32), In D 235 
b ff? Mk’s v. 24 is placed after v. 
25, forming a climax in the series of 
sayings, and adding point to the 
disciples’ question. 

24. wéAwv KTA.| mé&Acv comes from 
Mk.’s omitted verse. On edxomdrepov 
see ix. 5. tpnyaros padidos: Mk. 
Tpypadvas p., using a LEX. word for 
a hole or fissure in a rock, Lk. 7p7- 
patos Peddovys, the latter a more 
literary word. tpiua and the vl. 
tpvrnpo, are class.; for papis Allen 
cites Ox. Pap. iv. 736. 75 (AD. 1). 
The camel was the largest beast of 
burden known in Palestine ; cf. xxiii. 
24. Such sayings were no doubt pro- 


eis ‘THY BactArctay Tov 
éEerdjocovto oddpa 
éuBrevras Sé 0 ‘Inaods 
verbial. The words in the Koran, 
Sur. vii. 38, ‘They shall not enter 
Paradise until a camel pass through 
the eye of a needle, is possibly 
derived from the Gospels; but cf. 
the similar sayings about an elephant 
in Berak. 55 b, Bab. Mez, 38 b (Light- 
foot, Hor. Heb. ad loc.). An Indian 
parallel is given by H. M. Elliot, 
Hist. of India, iii. 553. The popular 
hyperbole must not be explained 
away, by understanding kdépndAos as 
a ship’s cable (hence in some late 
MSS. the spelling xdpsAos, which 
Suid. and a Schol. on Ar. Vesp. 1030 
state to mean: a ‘rope’), or padis as 
a narrow gorge or gate (see Swete). 
% Bac. rod Oeod (for Tov otpavay) 
is elsewhere confined in Mt. to xii. 
28, xxi. 31, 43. Its retention here 
from Mk. may have been an over- 
sight on Mt.’s part, but much more 
probably a harmonization with Mk. 
which has been rightly corrected in 
the earliest versions. Gosp. Heb. has 
‘regnum coelorum’ (see above). 

25. dxotoavres kTX.] Lk. spares 
the disciples by omitting, a second 
time, their astonishment, and ascrib- 
ing their exclamation to of dxov- 
gavtes. Tis épa: Mk, Lk. kal ris 
(see Blass,.§ 77. 6). ocwOfvar is 
equivalent to ‘get eternal life’ (v. 
16), and ‘enter into life’ (v. 17) or 
‘into the Kingdom’ (v. 24). See on 
x. 22, The question does not mean 
‘Who can be saved if even the rich 
man finds it hard ?’ ; it was generally 
the poor, not the rich, who were 


thought of as the ‘pious.’ Nor is it a 
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confession of the disciples that they, 
like all men, would be rich if they 
could, and therefore came under the 
same condemnation. But ris stands 
for ris rAovcwos ; Quis dives salvus ? 
26. rapa avOpwrots xtX.] Even 
rich men, Matthew (ix. 9), Joseph 
(xxvii. 57), Zacchaeus (Lk. xix. 9), 
and many others (Ac. iv. 34-37), 
_ could be moved by God ‘who wishes 
all men to be saved’ (1 Tim. ii. 4). 
Compare with this saying LK. i. 37 
(Gen. xvili. 14), Mk. ix. 23, 2 Cor. 
ix. 8, Job xlii. 2, Zech. viii. 6. 
27-30. (Mk. x. 28-31, Lk. xviii. 
28 ff.; cf. Lk. xxii. 28 ff, xiii. 30.) 
THE REWARD OF SELF-SACRIFICE. 
27. Tore KTA.] Mk. ypéaro Néyery 
o II. (see on xiii, 54). Another 
mistake of the chief apostle, a self- 
complacency which the Petrine 
tradition in Mk. faithfully records: 
‘we at any rate have thrown off the 
fetters of wealth.” Mt.’s addition, 


ti dpa eorat nuiv; ‘what then will. 


- happen to us?’ or ‘what then shall 
we get when we enter the Kingdom ?’ 
heightens the self-centredness, and 
leads more directly to the reply as 
Mt. gives it. 

28. dpnv xtA.] See on v. 18. 
Mk. has the opening formula; but 
not the remainder of the verse, 
which occurs in a different form in 
‘Lk. xxii. 28 ff., beginning ‘ Ye. are 
they who have persevered with Me 
in My temptations (or trials, reepac- 
pois), an expression which Mt. may 
purposely have avdided. Lk. con- 
tinues ‘and I have appointed for 


- burnt). 


you, as My Father appointed for 
Me, a kingdom, that ye may eat and 
drink at My table in My kingdom.’ 
These high personal-claims to divine 
authority (€y®... wou... pov... 
pov) do not appear in Mt., who is 
unlikely to have omitted them had 
they stood in his source. 

év TH waAwvyeveoia.] The expect- 
ation of the ‘new birth’ of the 
world (cf. @dtves xxiv. 8) rests on 
such passages as Is. lxv. 17, Ixvi. 
22, and is widely found in Jewish 
apocalyptic (cf. Apoc. xxi. I, 5, 2 
Pet. iii. 13). It was to be either 
a transformation of the world, or 
a new world after the destruction 
of the old one. The Aram. 8D3Nn 
sipdy ‘a new world’ (cf. $ pesh here) 
in the Kaddish prayer is the nearest 
equivalent. See Volz, Jitid. Esch. 
296f., Dalm. Words, 177-9. For 
maAuwyev. Allen cites Philo, V. Mos. 
ii. 12 (the world’s renewal after the 
flood), De Mund. xv. (after being 
For the former see Clem. 
I Cor. ix. 4, and for the latter the 
Stoic ideas (Zeller, Stoics, Epic., and 
Scept. 166 f.). Jos. (Ant. x1. iii. 9) 
uses it of the restoration of Judah. 
The words began to find their true 
fulfilment at Pentecost; hence the 
use of zaduwyev. in Tit. iii. 5; of. 
Jo. iit) 3). 15 Pet. i. 3, and, xa) 
Ktiows, 2 Cor. v. 17, Gal. vi. 15. 

drav kaBion KTA.] Cf. xxv. 31, 
and the passages in Enoch cited 
on xvi. 27. “Throne of glory’ 
with reference to God is frequent 
in the O.T. 
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KkaOyoer Oe xTd.] When sin has 
ceased, ‘judgment’ will mean govern- 
ment of an ideal Israel; cf. Ps. Sol. 
XVii. 26, cvvdger Aady ayLov, ob ad- 
nyynoetar év Sixavorivy, Kal Kpivel 
pvrds Aaod Hyacpévov. In the 
O.T. «pivery often means ‘govern’ 
(e.g. Ps. ix. 4,8). For the association 
with Christ in ‘judgment’ cf. Apoc. 
xx. 4, and the request in Mt. xx. 21. 
The thought is based on Dan. vii. 
22. ‘The twelve tribes of Israel’ 
(cf. ‘the whole house of Isr.’ Ez. 
XXXVii. II, 19-22) are Israel restored 
to its ideal state, which is one aspect 
of the raduyeveria; and they are 
governed by the ideal body of twelve 
Apostles; cf. Apoc, xxl. 12, 14. 

The position of this verse in Mt. 
and in Lk. is equally surprising ; here 
tt follows Peter’s self -complacent 
question, and obscures the force of 
the following reply ; in Lk. it stands 
between a rebuke to the disciples 
for their strife as to which was the 
greatest, and a warning to Peter. 
It must have been spoken at a 
moment not of rebuke, but of grateful 
appreciation of théir service. The 
present form of the verse, with its 
symbolic ‘Twelve,’ may be due to 
later thought; but it is not im- 
possible that the Apostles, who had 
followed Jesus, and preached the 
coming of the Kingdom, were 
promised an authoritative position 
in it. 

29. kal mwas KxtXd.] To Peter's 
question in v. 27 the Lord replies ‘It 
is indeed true that self-sacrifice will 
receive its reward (v. 29), but in the 
coming Kingdom many expectations, 


IloAAol Sé écovtar mpator 


ambitious ‘and humble alike, will 
be contradicted’ (v. 30). To leave 
‘home’ (oixiav Mk., Lk.) involves the 
renunciation of kindred; Mt.’s plur. 
oikias refers, like dypovs, merely to 
property. Lk. adds ‘ or wife’ (see on = 
v. 11 above), combines ‘mother’ and 
‘father’ under yoveis, and omits 
aypovs. Mk. continues évexev €00 
(=Tod Euovd dvépuaros Mt., see x. 22). 
Kal €vexev TOU evayyeAiov (see on iv. 
17, xvi. 25), which Lk. interprets as 
eivexey THS BaotArelas Tod Oeov. 

moAdardaciova KTA.] Cf. Test. 
Zeb. vi, 6 yap petadidods to A1- 
ciov AapBaves roAAaTAaciova Tapa, 
Kvupfov. Mk, with an unusual 
construction, ovdels eotuv Os adnKev 

. édv pi) AGBy Exarovramdaciova, 
Lk, ovdeis .. . Os ody? pur} [aro] Ad By 
moAAatAaciova. Mt. Lk. omit 
Mk.’s repetition of oikias xtA., but 
Lk. retains his distinction between 
‘in this time’ and ‘in the coming 
age’ (see on Mt. xii. 32). Mt., by 
omitting the notes of time, makes 
the compensation coincident with 
‘everlasting life, an alteration which 
is more consonant with the Lord’s 
usual teaching on the immediate 
imminence of the Kingdom. Mk.’s 
peta Suwypov is probably a later 
addition. The multiplied reward 
is obviously metaphorical, since it 
includes fathers and mothers, and 
(Lk.) wives, which evoked Julian’s 
derision. On (wi) aidveos see xviii. 
8, and Add. n., and on KAnpovopjoes 
vai5: 

30. mohAot 8€ xrA.] ‘But there 
will be many instances of (such as 
are) first being last, and last first.’ 


XX. 5] 


” a 
€oyato. Kal éoxyato. TpaToL. 
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‘Opota yap éorw 7 Bacireiat XX. 


lal > a > / / lol 

TOY ovpavay avOpwre@ oikodertroTn bats eEAAOEY awa pol 
tf > / ? x lal lal 

pucOwoacbar épyatas eis Tov auTeXOva adTov: cumdwrioas 2 

\ \ a a n 

dé peta tdv epyatav ex Syvapiov tiv huépav améoterrev 


> \ ? \ BI fal > la) 
QUTOUS €lS TOV apTreNova auTouv. 


CA 5S / fa 

@pay eidev addOUS écTOTAS 
-, 

éxeivous etre 


aA 


(0) 


¢ 
Trdyere xal 


mwoXXot refers to both, and the pre- 
dicate stands second in each case, as 
Mk.’s ot €o x. tporor and Mt. xx. 16, 
shew. Lk. omits the verse here, 
but has it in a different form in 
xii, 20. In Barn. vi. 13 occurs the 
saying iSod row Ta éryata ws Ta 

mpora (see Resch, Agrapha?, p. 167). 
Cf. Ox. Pap. iv. 654. 25 ff. Some 
explain the verse as the continuation 
of the promise in v. 29, ‘and (6é) 
the great ones of the world (eg. the 
rich man above) and My humble 
followers who have forsaken all for 
Me, will find their positions reversed, 
receiving condemnation and _ bliss 
respectively.’ But it is more probably 
a rebuke to Peter, and refers to ranks 


in the Kingdom. The following 
parable has no bearing. on the 
meaning; the words ‘first’ and 


‘last,’ which led Mt. to place it 
here, have a different force. 


1-16, (Mt. only.) PARABLE OF 
THE LABOURERS IN THE VINEYARD. 

I, dota xtX.] . The Kingdom 
is not like the man, but his actions 
illustrate an aspect of it; see on 
xiii, 24. For dota see xi. 16, the 
redundant dv@pwros xi. 19, and 
dotis=ds ii. 6. dua may be ad- 
verbial (see M.-M. Vocab. s.v.), or 


mpwi is used as a subst. in the dat.,’ 


‘with the early morning’; cf. dd 
mpwi (Ac. xxviii. 23); Moulton, i. 99. 
For da as a preposition cf. xiii. 29. 
The vineyard in Scripture supplies 


aN > la A 
éav 4 Sixatoy docw wpiv" 


kal éEeav epi tpitny 3 
év TH ayopa apyovs: Kal4 
byeis eis TOV apTedova, Kat 
ot 5é amprOov. mdarw 8&5 


a variety of teaching ; see xxi. 28 ff., 
33 18, Uk. xiii. 6 ff, 1 Cor. ix. 7, Prov. 
xxiv. 45 [30], Cant. i. 6, viii, 11 f, 
Ig.4. 8, v..1 ff, Jer. xii. Io. 


2. cuppavyncas KTA.] For cupd. 
ef. xviii. 19. ‘At the rate of a 
penny a day’ (Vulg. ex denarro 
diurno) may be the meaning, although 
a single day is contemplated ; or 7. 
np. may be loosely added, ‘for the 
day in question.’ On the use of €x 
(om. in v. 13) see Blass, § 36. 8. 
The dyvdpiov, a word which passed 
into rabb. Heb., was worth about 
94d,; Tobit’ (v. 15) received nearly 
the same, dpaypiy ths nuépas; in 
Ber. R. \xi. the’ silver and gold of 
which the Israelites spoiled the Egyp- 
tians is reckoned as their pay for 
past labour at a denarius a day. 

3-7. kat efeAPdv KxTA.] The 
labourers were free men, but out of 
work (dpyoil, i.e. a-epyou, Vulg. ottosos). 
The conversation with each group 
is summarized as briefly as possible: 
hence the abrupt use of the art. 
with dumreA@va, the vineyard hay- 
ing already been the subject, and the 
omission in the last instance (v. 7) 
of the promise of payment. 6 édv 
n Sikatov would not mean, to the 
labourers, anything that he thought 
fit to give them, but the right: 
proportion of the ordinary denarius 
wage. ‘That the late workers trusted 
him without, bargaining is an irrele- 
vant thought. 
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6eENOdy mepl Extnv Kat evatnv Bpav émoince woavtTws. 
rept S& thy évdexdrny e€edOav ebpev GAdovs éoTaTas, Kal 
Neyer adtois Ti dde éotixate SdAnv THY Huépav apyol; 
Tréyovew aite “Ore ovddels tpas euicO@cato: éyer avTois 
8°Trdyete kal ipeis eis Tov aumedrdva. drpias S€é yevouévns 
Neyer 6 KUpLOS TOD duTEhOvos TO emiTpoT@ adtod Kddeoov 
rods épydtas Kal arrodos Tov pucOdy dpEdwevos amo THY 
€XOovtes Se of mepl THv évde- 
1oKdTny dpav éraBov ava Snvapiov. Kal édOovTes of patos 

évoutcav OTe Aclov AnprApovTat: érxaBov To 
11 Snvdpiov Kat avdtot. RAaBovtes Sé eyoyyvfov Kata Tod 
12 0iKodeomdTou Aéyovtes Odtou of éoxaTou piay dpav émoin- 
cav, kal toous avtods uly émoincas tois Bactdcace TO 
13 Bdpos THs huépas Kal tov Katvowva. 6 8 amroxpileis Evi 

avtav eimev ‘Eraipe, ove adduced oer ovyl Snvapiov ovv- 


fal 14 
gécydtav ws TOV TPwTHY. 


\ ys 8) 
Kab ava - 


8. dias xtA.] This was the 
12th hour (see v. 9, 12), ue 6 P.M. 
éritporos (Vulg. procurator) is here 
equivalent to oikovémos, ‘steward’ 
or ‘ bailiff,’ as in Lk. viii. 3 (contrast 
Gal iv. 2, Jos BJ. mm. viii. 5 f). 
His presence is part of the scenery 
of the parable; he must not be 
allegorically explained asthe-Messiah ; 
elsewhere in the Gospels the Messiah 
at the last day is never commanded 
by God; Heand God are represented, 
in different passages, as supreme. 

For the ellipse dpg. dwd... 
éws cf. Lk, xxiii. 5. dp&. dad occurs 
also in Lk. xxiv. 27, 47, ‘Jo.’ Viii. 
OF AC) 22 sails 63.5 yx 3 7p ust 
equivalent to the simple azo; cf. Plato 
(eg. Vi. 771 C, pexpt TOV dHdeKa d7d 
pas dp&dpevos); and see M.-M. Vocab. 


sv, The prevailing patr. explanations ~ 


of the successive groups of labourers 
are (1) the righteous in successive 
ages from Adam till Christian times, 
(2) those who give themselves to God’s 
service at successive ages in human 
life from childhood till old age (e.g. 
Jer. ad loc., Aug. Serm. lxxxvii. 7); 
see B. Weiss, Matth., ad loc. 


10. €AOdvres KTXr.] 7d ava. Syv., 
‘the denarius apiece (which the 
others received)’; for dvd cf. Lk. 
ix. 3, 14, Apoc. iv. 8. Vulg. sengulos 
denartos, For xai ‘and yet’ see 
Blass, § 77. 6. 

AaBdvres xtA.] The murmuring 
will not take place at the last day ; 
it is part of the scenery of the parable. 
yoyybfew occurs in Ox. Pap. i. 33, 
iii. 14 (2nd. cent. A.D.);: it is found 
in old Ionic (Lob. Phryn. 358), and 
in bibl. and late Gk. 

12. odro. xKtTA,] eroinoav 
‘laboured’ (Aram. }72Y; cf. wy 
Ruth ii. 19) does not govern piav 
dpav (as in Ac. xv. 33); Vulg. 
rightly una hora fecérunt; the 
emendation érdvnoay is unnecessary. 
For katowv (a late word) ‘heat’ cf. 
Gen. xxxi. 40, Is. xlix. 10; in the 
LXX. it is usually the hot east wind, 
sirocco (B')). 

13. 06 5€ xrA.] The householder 
replied to a ringleader who had voiced 
their complaint. For the kindly 
éraipe ‘comrade’ cf. xxii. 12, xxvi. 
50, in each case to one who had 
wronged the speaker. 


XX. 17] 


epovnods pmo; 
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apov To cov Kal traye: Oédrw S€ TovT@ 14 


Lal b] / a e / 
T® é€axyaTm Sodvar ws Kal coi ovx ekectiv wor 5 Oédr\wI5 


_movnoat év tois pois ; 

oe soak 2 ie > 

OTe éy@ ayabos eips; 
\ ¢ a 

Kal ol. Tp@tTor éaxyaTou. 


BN € > / / 

9 0 Od0arwos cov movnpds éotiv 
ef 4 A 
Oitas Ecovtar oi éxyator mpwrtor 16 


Médrov S€ dvaBaivew “Inoods eis “Iepocddvpa map-17 


16 ecxaro] NBLZ 36 me sah; add modo yap evor KAnTOL odvyor de ExAeKTOoL 


CD al minn.pler © omn S$ omn arm aeth 


14. OédXw O€ xrA.] ‘And (in 
spite of your complaints) my will is, 
or, as in & sin.cur, ‘And if my 
_ will is,” v. 15 being treated as the 
 apodosis. 

15. ovk é€eotw xtX.] For the 
disjunctive 7 in an interrogative 
ef. xxvi. 53 (Blass, § 77. 2, 11): ‘if 
I may do what I will with my own 
property, the only explanation of 
your conduct is that you are envious 
because I am liberal.” On ofé. 
movnpods and dyaQds see vi. 23. 
For the extension of the instrum. év 
cf. xxv. 16 (Moulton, i. 61). 


16, ovrws KTA.] A repetition of 
xix. 30 in a different form, as though 
that saying were illustrated by the 
parable, which, however, obviously 
does not teach that the position of 
‘first’ and ‘last’ will be reversed, 
but that the human standards of 
payment for work done (see Rom. iv. 
4) will be transcended by a reward 
which is sheer yépis; it is not 
quantitative, and therefore cannot 
differ in amounts. See Add. n. on 
y. 12. 1 Cor. iii, 12-15, cited by 
Zahn, belongs to a different circle of 
ideas. 

It is instructive to compare with 
the Lord’s parable that in Jer. Berak. 
ii. 5 c: ‘When Rabbi Bun bar Chija 
was asleep, Rabbi Sera went up to 
him and spake: Sweet is the sleep 


of the labourer, whether he have 
eaten much or little. Like a king 
who had hired many labourers, one 
of whom so distinguished himself by 
industry and skill that the king 
took him by the hand and walked 
up and down with him. In the 
evening the labourers came, and 
the skilful one among them, to re- 
ceive their pay. The king gave 
them all the same pay. Wherefore 
those who had worked the whole 
day murmured, and spake: We have 
worked the whole day, and this man 
only two hours, and yet. he also has 
received his whole pay. The king 
answered: This man hath wrought 
more in two hours than you in the 
whole day. Even so hath Rabbi 
Bun bar Chija in twenty-eight years 
wrought more in the Law than 
many studious scholars in a hundred 
years.’ 

17-19. (Mk. x. 32-34, Lk.,xviii. 
31-34.) THIRD PREDICTION OF THE 
PASSION (see XVi. 21). 

17. péAA\wv KTr.] The Lord 
was now on the road between the 
northern boundary of Judaea and 
Jericho (gee on xix. I). A final 
decision, involving an _ intense 
struggle, must be made, to go to the 
capital and die. Mk. says ‘and 
Jesus was going before them, and 
they were amazed (€fapPodvro), and - 
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éraBev. tors SdS5exa pabntas cat idiav, Kal év tH 0d@ 


18 et7rev avTois 


3 / ¢ e\ 
[80d dvaBaivopev eis ‘lepocdAupa, Kal o vios 


A ~ an \ 

Tod avOpe@Tov tapadoOnceta Tols apxepevow Kal ypap- 

fa) n \ , 
1g patedow, Kal Kataxpwotow avTov Oavdtw, Kal mapado- 
A aA \ A : 
govow avtov toils eOvecw eis TO éumat~a, Kal pactiyooat 

a a , / id 
Kal otavpooa, Kal TH TpiTy nmépa eyepOnoeTaL. 

/ n Q By Lal) (2 / a) en 7, 5 / 

20 Tote mpoonrGeyv avt@ 4 pntnp tev vidv LeBedatov 


they that followed were afraid’ (the 
last clause being possibly a doublet 
of the preceding). Engaged in His 
inward struggle (cf. Lk. ix. 51) He 
walked alone, but His resolve taken 
He ‘again (Mk.) took the disciples 
into His company’ (rapéAaPBev, ef. 
xvii. I, xxvi. 37), by allowing them 
to overtake Him. Mt.’s kar’ idiayv 
implies the presence of other followers 
(see xxvii. 55). 

If this is the right explanation 
of Mk.’s account, the Lord did not, 
as some have supposed, merely 
intend to make in Jerusalem another 
attempt to convince the Jews of His 
Messiahship, an attempt which 
failed. «irev: Mk. np£aro eye; 
see on xiii. 54. 


18. idot x«tA.] The opening 
clause (so Mk., Lk.) expresses the 
resolve that He had made; they 
knew already that they were going 
to the capital for the Passover, but 
they could not know the struggle 
that it had caused Him. Lk. con- 
tinues ‘and all the things that have 
been ‘written through the prophets 
shall be accomplished unto the Son 
of Man.’ In Mt., Mk. the three 
principal events foretold in xvi. 21, 
XVil. 23 are repeated, 7.¢. mapado- 
Onoerau (see on xvii. 23), TTavpHoat 


(Mk. dsroxtevotow), eyepOnoerar 
(Mk. dvacrjcetat). The first of 
these is amplified with details 


perhaps added to the tradition after 
the events, the handing over to the 
Gentiles, 2.¢. the Roman soldiers, the 


mockery, the spitting (Mk.), and the 
scourging ; and in Mt. the form of 
death is specified for the first time 
(see on x. 38, xxvi. 2), but in Mk, 
Lk. the Crucifixion is not mentioned 
before the Passion itself. For xata- 
Kpivew with dat. of the punishment 
(=yjdo Gavdrov), a late constr., cf. 
2 Pet. ii. 6, Dan. (Lxx.) iv. 34a (60 
Kpivew Ez. xxxviii. 22, kataduxa(euv 
Wisd. ii. 20; see Lob. Phryn. 475); 
class. katakp. Twos Odvarov. 

19. Kal mapaddcovew KTA.] It 
is not clear why Mt. omits Mk’s 
eurticovow, since he records it in 
xxvii. 30. On the last four words 
(Mk. peta, tpeis nu. dvaoryoerat) 
see xvi. 21. Lk. adds a statement 
of the disciples’ inability to under- 
stand the saying, similar to that in 
Lk. ix. 45 (see on Mt. xvii. 23). 


20-28, (ME. x. 35-45; ef. Lk 
Xxli. 24-27.) THE Sons or ZEBE- 
DEE. TEACHING oN HouMILIry. 

20, tote KTA.] The mother’s 
name was probably Salome (see on 
Xxvii. 56), and possibly a sister of 
the Lord’s mother (Jo. xix. 25), in 
which case family relationship may 
have been thought to justify the 
desire for precedence. Why Mt. 
substitutes ‘the sons of Zebedee’ for 
their names (also xxvi. 37, xxvii. 56 ; 
ef. Jo. xxi. 2) is not clear. In Mk. 
it is James and John themselves who 
approach with the request. That 
Mt. altered the account to spare the 
disciples (see on viii. 26) is more 
probable than that an editor of 
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\ n Lal 2 bey a a 
HETA TOV VIMY AUTHS TpocKvVovca Kal aitotod TL am 


> a 
avuTou. 


e \ fal 
o 6¢ elev aditH Ti Oéreas; 


a 


reyes avT@ 


ce 


Kise 21 


va xabicwow ovror of Svo viol pou els ex Sekiav Kab els 


2 bd 7 A 
é€ evovipov cov év tH Bacidrela cov. 


Incots elev Odx olSare ti 
Mk. did so to spare the mother. 
That she incited them is not im- 
possible; she was among the com- 
pany (xxvii. 55 f.). In » 22 the 
Lord addresses the sons, as in 
Mk. In Mk. there is no parallel to 
TpooKvvovoa, and the request is in- 
troduced by the confident words 
‘we want thee to do for us what- 
ever we ask Thee.” On _ aiteiv 
and aitetoOas (v. 22) see Moulton, i. 
- 160. 

21. 6 de efrev xtX.] Ti Peres ; 
avoids Mk.’s mixed construction ti 
GédeTE pe Tovjow duiv; Mt. does 
not always omit questions asked by 
Jesus (see on viii. 29). Jerome over- 
confidently says ‘non venit de 
ignorantia.’ 

eié KTA.] 
command ; Mk. dds piv. 


A word of royal 
deEvov 


. . : ¢ % 
in conjunction with kafiowow may 


be due to the well-known «aot éx 
Sefidv pov (Ps, cix. [ex.] 1). For 
‘right’ and ‘left’ (Mk. dpurtepov) as 
places of honour see Jos. Ant. VI. xi. 
9. Paorreia (for Mk’s 86&y) em- 
phasizes the thought of enthronement 
next to the King (cf. xix. 28); there 
is no reference to a banquet, for 
which xaGifev (-70Gar) are not used 
in the N.T. The request of the two, 
and the indignation of the others, 
follow the prediction of suffering in 
v. 18 f., as the dispute in xviii. I 
(Mk. ix. 33) follows the similar 
prediction in xvii. 22 f (MK. ix. 
31 f.), and in both cases the scene is 
év 7) 66@ (Mk.). The possibility 
must be recognized that they are 
doublets of the same aceount. Lk. 
omits the present narrative, but 


amoxpibels Se 0622 
aitetoOe: Stvacbe mueiv Tod 
places the following discourse on 
humility in connexion with the 
disciples’ prAoverkia after the account 
of the Last Supper (xxii. 24 ff.). 
See v. 25 below. 

22. amroxpiHeis ktX.] They were 
under a double misapprehension : 
Ist that they could obtain exaltation 
without suffering, and 2nd that it 
was in the power of Jesus to promise 
this exaltation. They must learn the 
condition eirep ouvrdcyopev tva 
Kal cvvdogacGdmuev (Rom. viii. 17) ; 
ef. 2 Tim. ii, 12. There is, again, 
no thought of a banquet; the Cup, 
closely connected in Mk. with the 
Baptism (which Mt. omits), is a 
metaphor for sorrow or suffering, 
frequent in the O.T. (Ps. Ixxiv. 
[Ixxv.] 9, Is. 1i.17,Jer. xxxii. 1ff,13f, 
een TS iis By? tal, Went, ie 18yz 
Xxlil. 31 f., Mart. Is. v. 13, ‘For me 
alone hath God mingled the cup’ ). 
‘Cf. Polycarp’s thanksgiving (Mart. 
xiv., Eus. HE. tv. xv. 33) that he 
was counted worthy rot AaPeiv [pe] 
pepos ev apoyo Tov paptipwy év 
TO woTnpiy Tov Xpurrov cov. Mk.’s 
mivw (representing an Aram. partcp.) 
is rightly interpreted by péAdAw 
mivew. The drinking destined for 
the two disciples was to be a single 
act (avetv). nA 

Mk.’s next clause, 7) 7d Barricpa 
5 éy® Barrifopas BartirPjvas (cf. 
Lk. xii. 50), is omitted, probably 
for brevity, since the two metaphors 
had for Mt. the same meaning. If 
there is any difference, the Baptism 
may express the suffering as ordained 
by God, the Cup as its voluntary 
acceptance. 
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23réyer avtois To péev mornpicy pov miece, TO Sé Kabioas 


Réyovow xTr.] It was not the 
first time that they had shewn a 
zeal ‘not according to knowledge’ ; 
see Mk, ix. 38, Lk.ix.54. Like Peter 
(xxvi. 33, 35), they answered pre- 
cipitately, perhaps also tpocdoxovvres 
axotoerOar dmep ytyoav (Chrys.) ; 
but the dvvaps which they so lightly 
claimed was afterwards theirs in the 
power of the Resurrection. 

23. Td pev woTypov KTA.] Mk.’s 
Kal To Barrirpa 6 éyo Barrifopar 
Barri OjoeoGe is omitted. James 
soon won the honour (Ac. xii. 2. 
That ‘brother of John’ there means 
“prother of J. Mark’ or of any other 
John than the apostle is very improb- 
able). John’s martyrdom would seem 
‘to be vouched for by the Lord’s predic- 
tion ; but a widespread tradition from 
the time of Irenaeus (see quotations in 
Eus. HE, il. xxiii, Iv. xiv., Vv. villi. 
20, 24) represented John as residing 
at Ephesus, held in great honour 
throughout Asia Minor, till he died 
a natural death at an advanced age, 
in the reign of Trajan. See also 
Jer. on Gal. vi. 10. This perhaps 
receives support from Jo, xxi, 22. 
The evidence for his martyrdom, on 
‘the other hand, is much slighter ; 
see J. A. Robinson, Hist. Character 
of St. John’s Gosp. 64-80, Ene. Bibl. 
2509. If the Ephesine tradition is 
genuine, the Lord’s prediction per- 
haps finds a partial fulfilment in his 
exile at Patmos dua, tov Adyov Tov 
Geod kat THY paptupiav “Incov (Apoc. 
i. 9); Tert. De Praeser. 36, Clem. 
Quis Dives, 42, Orig. in Mat. t. xvi. 
6, Eus. HE. 11. xviii, Jer. in Mat. ad 
loc. and De Vir. Ill. 9. But his 
exile is uncertain, since Apoc. lc, 
the sole evidence for it, is not ex- 
‘plicit. And it is strange that the 


meaning of the Cup and Baptism 
should have been so different in the 
cases of tlie two brothers. The effect, 
as Swete says, is that ‘the Lord’s 
words are thus seen to assign to these 
two no more than He assigns to all 
disciples (Mk. viii. 34, Rom. viii. 17, 
2 Tim. ii. 11 ff.)’ See the writer's 
Inir. N.T. 272-5, and against John’s 
martyrdom, Bernard, St. John, xxxvii— 
xlv, and JThS., Apr.1927. Attempts 
were apparently made to harmonize 
the tradition of John’s late death 
with the present passage: he was 
compelled, it is said, by Domitian to 
drink a cup of poison (Tisch. Acta 
Ap. Apocr. 269; cf. ‘Mk.’ xvi. 18), 
and he was plunged into a bath of 
boiling oil (Tert. lc, Jer. in Mat.), 
without injury. Another attempt, 
avoidance of the definite prediction, 
is perhaps to be seen in Scur (Mt.), 
‘ye are able that ye should drink,’ 
and Ssin (Mk.), ‘ye are able that ye 


‘should drink ... ye are able that 


ye should be baptized.’ 

7d 8¢ KaBicat xtr.] Not yet 
invested with Messianic authority, 
Jesus. could not assign ranks in the 
future Kingdom. aAAd is, therefore, 
not equivalent to «i uy (as eg. in xix. 
11), as though it was His to give, 
but only to those for whom it was 
prepared. There is an ellipse re- 
quiring SoOjcera: to be supplied. 
(Ld renders GAN’ ois as alts (4AXoxs), 
so in Mk. 1 k al. Ssin (see Burkitt), 
which are perhaps attempts to avoid 
the difficulty.) But the words do not 
deny that when the Son is in His 
glory He will dispense rewards accord- 
ing to the Father’s will expressed in 
yroipacrat (Mt. alone adds id roo 
matpés ov). How little the verb, 
though implying foreknowledge and 
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> [al \ bes a 
ex defidv pou cal é€ elwvipov ote éotw euov Sodvat, 


> ’ fal 
GXX ois Hroiwactar bd Tod TaTpds pou. 

L4 6é > 4 \ fal / 3 lal 
ol déxa nyavaxtnoay Tepl Tav dvo adeAdar. 


MPOTKANETA[MEVOS 


by \ 2 
QUTOUS €lTTEV 


Kal akovaayTes 24 
c \ 2 a 
0 6€ ‘Inaods 25 
Oidate Ore of adpyovres 


na by a 4 lal 
Tov €Ov@v KaTaKuptevovely ai’Tdv Kal of peyddor KaT- 


efovotdfovow avTov. 


by of > \ > Ag fal 
OuN OUT@MS €OTLY EV UpLLY" 


Grn bo 26 


Xx 2 cA / / vf a 

dy Oédyn év ipiv péyas yevécOar éotar tpav SidKovos, 
\ a x PN 2 (Teal = fal a e a a 

kat os av Oédyn év dpiv eivar TpOTos éotar tuov Soddos: 27 


26 eotw] BDZ Lmsah; eorae NCE ete © vet [ewe m].vg Scur.pesh.hel me 


aeth arm 


election, annuls human responsibility 
iseseen) in’ xxy. 34, 1 Cor. i. 9, 
2 Tim. ii. 21; and see on xviii. 7. 
The paradox is not solved by Jerome’s 
note ‘Regnum coelorum non est 
dantis sed accipientis, non enim est 
acceptio personarum apud Deum.’ 

24. adxovoavres kTA.] Their in- 
dignation caused so sharp a division 
that they receive the quasi-title ‘the 
Ten” If wepi (so Mk.) is to be 
pressed, they did not openly attack 
the two brothers, but expressed their 
resentment among themselves. 7. 
d00 ddekpov avoids (as in v 20) 
Mk.’s mention of their names. 
Hyavaxtnoay: Mk. yp§avro ayav. ; 
see on xiii. 54. 

25. .6 € Inoovs xtA.] On mpoo- 
kaXdeo. (60 Mk.) see x. 1. In Lk. 
xxii, 24-27 the following sayings 
are occasioned by a dispute about 
precedence, not (as Mt., Mk.) in the 
coming Kingdom but now (7d tis 
avtdv Soke? efvar pei(wv); see on 
Mt. xviii. 1, where a similar diver- 
gence occurs. 

oldate KTA.] Worldly rulers are 
used as an object lesson; in xviii. 
1 f. it was a little child. oi dpyovres 
simplifies Mk.’s of Soxotvres apxewv 
(see Swete). The Lord does not 
condemn civil authority ; His atti- 
tude to it is shewn in xvil. 27, xxii. 
21; but He teaches that the secular 
principle, that it is the great who 


tule, is to be reversed in the life of 
His followers. It is another applica- 
tion of of exxaro. mpOro. The 
€Ovn are primarily the Romans (cf. 
v. 19); their rulers (Lk. .BaccAe?s) 
lord it over them, and their great 
ones, subordinate officials (cf. peyi- 
raves Mk. vi. 21), exercise a delegated 
eEovoia. Lk. of efovoradvtwy adtov 
evepyérar kadovyrat, a practice found 
especially in Syria and Egypt. The 
advice pnd’ @s KaTaKkupevovTes TOV 
kAjpwv=(i Pet. v. 3) is perhaps an 
allusion to the saying. The unique 
kate£ovord{ovewv was possibly coined 
as a parallel to Katrakupevovor. 
Clem. Al has xatefovovacrixds 
pasos. 

26. ovx ovTws kTA.] A statement 
of a present spiritual principle to 
which they already conform if they 
are true disciples ; so Mk. (Lk. tpeis 
dé ovxX ovr.) oral, a command, 
is perhaps the true reading in Mt. 
GAN ds av KTX., ‘anyone who wishes 
to prove (yevér@a.) truly great.’ 
Lk. dAX’ 6 peifwv év tp. yiver Ow as 
6 vewrepos shews that ecrar tpuov 
SuaKovos (Mt., Mk.) is not a penalty, 
but the only method of being great. 
Cf. Lk. ix. 48, Test. Jos, xvii. 8, nunv 
év atrois ws eis tav édaxioTov. 
The saying appears in a shorter form 
in xxiii. Il. 

27. kal os dv KTA.] The truth is 
emphasized by repetition, but also 
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28 damep 6 vios Tov avOp@mov ov HAOev SiaxovnOjvar adda 
aA A lal 4 b) \ lal 

Siaxoviicas kal Sodvar tHhv Yruxnv adtovd AvTpOV avTi TOMMY. 


by the choice of words: as mpwros 
is higher than péyas, so is dovAos 
lower than dudKovos. 

28. domep xtA.] Identical in 
Mk., except kal ydp for domep. On 
the claim involved in 7#AGev see v. 
17, x. 40. For the first half (to 
diaxovncat) Lk. has ‘for who is 
greater, he that sitteth (at table) 
or he that serveth? Is not he that 
sitteth (at table)? But I am in 
your midst as he that serveth” In 
private, as in political, life, the great 
are masters; but the reversal of the 
principle is ideally. exemplified by the 
fact that the Master serves. Which- 
ever is‘ the original form, the sub- 
stance is allowed on all hands to be 
genuine. ‘Servire est regnare’ is 
the essence of Christian ethics; cf. 
1 Cor. ix. 19, 2 Cor. iv. 5, Gal. v. 13, 
Rom. xii. 10, Phil. ii. 3. 

kat dovvat ktA.] His crowning act 


of service (cf. Rom. xvi. 4, 1 Thes. 


ii. 8). Wellh. and Loisy strangely 
criticize the transition from ‘service’ 
to ‘self-sacrifiée’ as a petd Pacis eis 
GAXo yévos. Except in this saying 
Airpov (Vulg. redemptio) is not found 
in the N.T. In the 1xx., both sing. 
and more frequently plur., it stands 
for 153, 75, mp3, and (Is. xlv. 13) 
for VND, as a legal term, in one case 
of the Levites whom God takes as 
an equivalent for the first - born 
(Num. iii. 12), elsewhere always of 
money given as an equivalent for a 
person or thing; each of the follow- 
ing contains a different instance: 
Exod. xxi, 30, xxx. 12, Lev. xix. 20, 
XXV. 24, 51 £xxvu. 31, Numi 
46, xvili. 15. Similar words are 
Abtpwors and avriAvtpov (see Field, 
Hee. on :Ps.- xiviii. [xlix.} 93 cf: 
1 Tim. ii. 6); cf also dvtddAaypa 
THs Wuxns (Mt. xvi. 26 note). The 


Lord says that He came to give 
His own yvx7 as an equivalent for 
many; cf. the use of dvripvyos: 
4 Mace. vi. 29, avripvxov avrov 
AdBe thy eunv Puyrjv, xvii. 22 
martyrs Gorep avri~vyxov yeyovdras 
Ths Tov €Ovovs dmaptias, and it 
continues, ‘and through the blood 
of those pious men and their pro- 
pitiatory death, the divine providence 
saved Israel which before had been 
afflicted.’ And see 2 Macc. vii. 37 f, 
4 Mace.i. 11. Addressed by Jewish 
lips to Jewish ears the words would 
not be startling or obscure. Jesus 
was going deliberately to death, 
knowing that since His own Person 
was unique, in that He was the Son , 
of the Father, and destined to be 
revealed as the Son of Man, His 
surrendered life would be an equi- 
valent for many lives. (dvri roAA@v 
must not be taken with. dovvai, as 
though He said that He came to do 
what others had failed in doing.) 
mo\Xov (cf. xxvi. 28) is contrasted . 
with His single self; they would be 
primarily ‘the lost sheep of the 
house of Israel,’ but the word in no 
way defines the extent of the efficacy 
of His self-surrender. Jerome’s com- 
ment ‘non dixit . . . “pro omnibus” 
sed ‘‘pro multis,” id est pro his qui 
credere voluerint’ is, as Swete says, 
quite unwarranted. The Lord’s 
words do not state, but neither do 
they exclude, the truth to which 
Christians attained when the Resur- 
rection had revealed the mystery of 
His Person, and enabled them to 
translate Adtpov dvti toAAGy into 
dvtidvtpov tmép wévtwv (1 Tim. ii. 
6), and thacpos . . . wept dAov rod 
Koa pov (I Jo. ii. 2). 
Further, as moAA@v does not 
define the extent, so Atvrpov does 
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\ > ie a > 
Kai éxropevoyévov avtav amd Tepecyo nxorovOncev 29 


not define the method; advri (cf. 
xvii. 27) forms part of the metaphor, 
and cannot be pressed to support 
any particular theory of ‘the Atone- 
ment. All such theories must take 


account of what Christ 7s, not merely 


of what He said as a Jew to Jews. 
Nevertheless the universal acceptance 
by Christian writers of the ‘redeem- 
ing’ value of His death must owe 
its origin to some words from Him. 
See the various expressions used : 
Avrpovy, I Pet. i, 18, Tit. ii 14 
(see Westcott, Hebrews, p. 295 f.); 
Aitpwors, Heb. ix. 12; drodvtpwors, 
Rom. iii. 24, Eph. i. 7, Col. i. 14, 


‘Heb. ix. 15; dyopdfev, 1 Cor. vi. 


20, Vii. 23, 2 Pet. ii. 1; é£ayopdferv, 
Gal. ii. 13. 

It is just possible that Jesus had 
in mind Is. lili. 12, rapedd0n «is 
Oavarov % Wuxi) avTov ... Kal 
avtos dpaptias moAAGY aviveyKev, 
where woAAoyv illustrates the mean- 
ing here. If Jewish writers did not 
interpret the prophecy as referring 
to a suffering Messiah before the 3rd 
cent. A.D. (Dalman, Der leidende und 
sterbende Messias, and Iesaja 53 das 
Prophetenwort von Stihnleiden des 
Heilmittlers), that is no reason for 
denying that Jesus could have 
applied it to Himself. Lk. xxii. 37 
is the only record of His having 
actually quoted it, but see Mt. xxi. 
38, xxv. 40, xxvi. 54. In viii. 17, 
and perhaps xxvi. 28, the reference 
is due to the evangelist. 


An interesting addition occurs here 
in D® Scur (not sin) pesh cod.mg 
i plur. vulg (6 mss.): dyeis 8€ fy- 
relre ék puxpod avéjoar Kal (+ pH 
S cur) é peifovos éharrov eivas. 

cirepy Gpevot Sé Kat rapaxAnGevros 
Seurvanras, pry avaxdiverOe eis TOUS 
ééyovras torous paymote évdofd- 


tepds gov éréeXOy, kat rporeAOov 6 
SeurvoxAntwp ¢imy cou ere KdTw 
XMpet, Kal KatrauryvOrjon. éedv. 8 
avarérns eis TOV trTOvVa Térov Kat 
ereXOn wou TTwv, épet cou 6 Seurvo- 
KAjtwp* cbvaye ere dvw, Kal eoras 
TOL TOTO XpHoyLov. 

The latter portion is a paraphrase 
of, or an independent parallel with, 
Lk. xiv. 8-10. The former, with- 
out pa, carries on the thought of 
v. 26, the secret of true greatness. 
It may have been current at one 
time by itself. With the negative, 
Scur connects it with the second 
portion, forming a saying similar 
UO XXL LACE KV ly oXVvilie lA. 


29-34. (Mk. x 46-52, Lk. xviii. 
35-43.) DEPARTURE FROM JERICHO, 
Two BruiInD MEN RESTORED TO SIGHT, 
See Add. n. after ix. 34. 

29. Kal  éxmopevopevwv TA] 
Jericho is about 15 m. distant from 
Jerusalem. For an account of the 
town see Swete. The last stage in 
the momentous journey now begins. 
Mk. records the arrival thither as 
an event in itself; kal épxovra eis 
*Tepecxo. Mt. omits’ this, but Lk. is 
led by it to place the incident év 
To eyyilew avrov eis “lep., a diver- 
gence of no importance, but which 
does not admit of harmonization, 
and Lk. relates the narrative of 
Zacchaeus in the town (xix. I-11). 
‘They that followed’ (Mk. x. 32, see 
v. 17 above) had now become a 
great multitude; pilgrims for the 
feast had probably joined them. 
The secrecy previously observed (see 
on xvii. 22) had already been aban- 
doned, and by performing a miracle 
in public the Lord shewed that He 
had no wish to preserve it. Lk, 
who omits Mk. x. 32, has nothing 
to explain the presence of an dy Aos, 
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kai isod S00 tudrol Kabjpevor trapa 
btu “Inoots tmapdyet, expakav NéyovTes 
vids Aaveid. 6 S€ dydos ézreTipnoev 
of 8é pettov éxpakav RéyovTes 
32 Kupue, édénoov pas, vids Aaveid: Kal oras 6 “Incods 

édwvncev avtods Kal elev Ti Oérdere oujow vpiv; 
33 Aéyovow atte Kupie, va dvovydow oi dfOarpot pov. 
340TAayxvicbels Sé 6 “Inoods Hpato Tov oppatwv avTov, 


b) A ” / 
30 cae Toe meh Us 
b] 
THV OOOV, AKOVTAVTES 
/ aA 
31 Kdpue, €A€noov as, 
n / 
avtots va cwmrncwci: 


\ > / Sees: \ by / 3 a 
kal evOéws avéBreYav Kal HKodovOncay avTe. 


30. Kat idov .xTA.] In Mk., Lk. 
there is only one blind man, a 
beggar, named 6 vids Tipalov Bapri- 
patos (Mk.). The knowledge of his 
name may imply that he was known 
in apostolic times; perhaps he became 
a follower of the Lord. But Mk. is 
not likely to have omitted the 
second, on the ground that he was 
the less important (Aug.). Cf Mt.’s 
mention of two demoniacs (viii. 28), 
two blind men (ix. 27). “Ingots: 
Mt. omits 6 Nafapnvds (Mk.), 6 
Nafwpaios (Lk.), as in xxvili. 5, 
perhaps because it was, during the 
Lord’s lifetime, a popular nickname, 
sometimes used in contempt; cf. 
xxvi. 71, Mk. i. 24, Jo. xviii. 5-7, 
xix. 19, Ac. vi. 14, xxiv. 5. After- 
wards it was adopted by Christians ; 
see Mt. ii, 23 (note), Mk. xvi. 6, 
Lk. xxiv. 19, and in Ac. éxpa€av: 
Mk. jp£aro xpdfewv ; see on xiii. 54. 

kvpie KTA.] Ktpte (not in Mk, 
Lk.) is doubtful here (but not in », 
31). Only on this occasion in Mk., 
Lk. is Jesus addressed as ‘Son of 
David,’ a title frequent in Mt.; see 
on ix. 27. The crowd apparently 
took no notice of it, and it may have 
been only a form of polite address. 
In v. 33 only Kvpue (Mk. fpaBBovvi) 
is used. On the liturgical use of the 
petition ‘O Son of David, ete.’ and 
of the Kyrte eleison see Swete. 

31. 6 d€dxXos KTA.] Mk. zroddoié, 
Lk. of rpodyovres. The rebuke was 


in the same spirit as that in xix. 13; 
the great Prophet must not be 
bothered. peifov (Mk. Lk. roAA@ 
paAdAov): this class. adverbial use 
is unique in bibl. Gk.; cf. peya, Jer. 
iv. 5, Prov. xvii. 11, 3 Mace. vi. 17. 

32. Kat ords KTA.] ; Miebe 
abbreviate Mk.’s account: ‘ And 
Jesus stood and said, Call him.; and | 
they call the blind man, saying to 
him, Be of good cheer, rise, He 
calleth thee. And he casting away 
his*cloak leapt up and came to 
Jesus.” The question ti OéXere 
ktX, was asked although the need 
was evident to all; but a blind 
beggar might merely have asked for 
alms; the question drew forth the 
confident prayer for healing. Cf. 
ix. 28. For the delib. conj. with 
OéXere cf. xiii, 28. 

33. iva dvovy@ow KTA.] See on 
ix. 30. For the 2nd aor. see Blass, 
§ 19.3. Scur (Mt., Lk.) and Tatian 
(Hill, p. 167 n.) add ‘that we [I] 
may see Thee.’ 

34. ordayxvicGeis KTA.] See on 
ix. 36. An expression of emotion 
in Mt., absent from Mk., is unusual. 
dupa recurs only in Mk. viii. 23, 
where the Lord lays His hands on 
the eyes of a blind man (a narrative 
omitted by Mt.); this clause may 
be a reminiscence of it. Mk., Lk. 
have, ‘And Jesus said to him, Go 
(om. Lk.), thy faith hath saved thee.’ 

kal evOéws Ktd.] On avaBrAérew 
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> \ wy” a > an / > na 
eis TO “Opos tav “Endatdv, tote “Incods drécteirev Svo 


pabnras Réyov avrtois 


see xi. 5. Mt., Lk. omit Mk’s év ri 
666, but Lk. characteristically adds 
‘glorifying God, and all the people 
when they saw gave praise to God.’ 


xxi, I-11. (Mk. xi. 1-11, Lk. 
xix. 29-38, Jo. xii. 12-19.) THE 
ENTRY INTO JERUSALEM. 

I. kal 6re kTA.] On “lepoodAvpa 
see li, 1. Jo. dates the arrival at 
Bethany 6 days before Passover, 7.e. 
Saturday Nisan 8th, and the Entry 
on the following day. Mk. probably 
has cis Bn Od. kat ByOaviav without 
AGov. The site of Bethphage, no 
mention of which is known earlier 
than the Gospels, has not yet been 
determined, but it apparently lay 
on the Eastern slope, or at the 
foot, of Olivet, a little further from 
Jerusalem than Bethany. In Mt.’s 
time it may have been as well known 
as Bethany, or better (Plummer) ; or 
he simply omits the latter name as 
redundant (Allen). For accounts of 
the place see Ganneau, PE FQ., 1878, 
51-61, Neubauer, Géogr. du Talm. 
147-9. According to Orig. (in Mat.) 
and Jer. (in Mat.) it was a village of 
the priests. The name appears to 
mean ‘House [?.e. place] of young 
figs” Talm. 83D n'a (Neubauer) or 

35 (Dalman, Gram. 152); see Burkitt, 
Ev. da Meph. i., on Lk. xix. 4. 

Bethany, the modern el-’ Azariyeh 
(Lazariwm in Peregr. Silviae) lay on 
‘a SE. spur of Olivet, 15 stades from 
Jerusalem (Jo. xi. 18); the main 
road to the city through Bethany 
crosses the southern shoulder of the 
range. The name is sometimes ex- 
plained as ‘House of unripe fruits’ 
or ‘ of dates.’ 

7d "Opos Tov HXAativ] So xxiv. 3, 
XXvi. 30, Mk. (xi. I, xili. 3, xiv. 26), 


IlopeverOe eis tv Kopnv tHy2 


Lk. xxii. 39, ‘Jo.’ viii. 1, Zech. xiv. 
4; cf. 2 Regn. xv. 30, 2 Esd. xviii. 
15. But in Ac. i. 12 the proper 
name “HAawyv is used; cf. Mk. xi. 1 
(B) 7d *EAavdv, K ad montem Eleon, 
Jos. Ant. vil. ix. 2 76 "EAatavos 
épos. The accent is doubtful in Lk, 
xix. 29, xxi. 37. See Deissmann, 
Bible St. 208-12, and Expos., Dec. 
1903, 429, where Moulton notes the 
frequency of the term. -év =‘a place 
of, especially in connexion with 
trees. The form Olivet in the 
synopt. account in Wicl., Tynd., 
Cranm., and in 2 Sam. xy. 30 (A.V.), 
is derived from the Vulg. ad montem 
Olivetti (Mt., Jo.), qua vocatur O. (Lk., 
Ac.). ‘Ascenditur mons Oliveti id 
est in Eleona’ (Peregr. Stlv. 70). On- 
the range of hills, now called Jebel- 
et-Tur, running N. and S. about ? 


-mile from Jerusalem, see HDB. iii. 


617, DCG.ii. 206. 

dméotetAev «TA.] Probably in 
the afternoon, since it was already 
evening when the Lord reached the 
city and ‘looked round at every- 
thing’ in the temple (Mk. xi. 11). 
Jo. xii. 12 places it ‘onthe morrow,’ 
after the incident in Bethany which 
is parallel with Mt. xxvi. 6-13. 


2. mopeverOe xtX.] If the words 
were spoken at Bethphage, Bethany 
-was probably within sight. The 
Lord was. well known to one family 
there (xxvi. 6), and probably to 
others, from one of which the ass 
could be borrowed. His knowledge 
that it would be tied close to the 
entrance of the village may have 
been miraculous, or as some would 
say an instance of ‘second sight’ 
(see on xxvi. 18), but not necessarily ; 
if He was acquainted with the 
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a 9 SN 
37@AOV MET aUTNS’ 
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AUoavTES drydiyeré pot. 
‘O. Kvptos avToev xpeiav exer: 
Todto 8 yéyovev Wa mrnpwOn 


Kal éay TLS. 


TO pnOev Sia Tod rpopytov AéyovTos 


5 , Eirate TH Oyratp! ZION 
*IAoY 6 BaciAeYe coy épxeTat col 

Trpaye Kal émiBeBHK@c éttt GNON 

Kal ém1! TT@AON YION YttTozyrfoy. 


village and with the owner of the 
colt, He might know that he usually 
kept his ass, or asses, at a given spot. 
Mk., Lk. emphasize the sacredness 
of the purpose for which it was 
required by adding ‘upon which no 
man had yet sat’ (cf. Num. xix. 2, 
Deut. xxi. 3, I Sam. vi. 7; Swete 
compares Lk. i. 34, xxiii. 53). Mt. 
does so by a reference to prophecy, 
which, however, leads him to speak 
mistakenly of two animals (see v. 5). 
m@Xos (class.) is the young of any 
animal, mostly the horse, but in 
bibl. Gk. always of the ass. It was 
not, therefore, substituted for dvos to 
avoid derision from Western readers 
(Keim). “dydyere (so Lk.) is chosen 
as more suitable than Mk.’s dépere. 

3. kal édy kTA.] An abbreviation 
of Mk.’s kat... eimn* ti moveire 
rovro; his ti being used in a dif- 
ferent sense. 7c (so Lk.) is rectt. 
Mk. eirare* 6 ktpios kTA. The title 
used, absolutely, of Jesus, is frequent 
in Lk. but does not occur elsewhere 
in’ Mt., Mis (ef “Mk? xviio) if 
genuine it means ‘the Master,’ but 
it may be due to later Christian 
thought, emphasizing His divine 
authority. atrov (Mk. Lk. airov) 
is taken with 6 xpos in Scur (Mt.), 
sin (Mk.), sin.cur (Lk.), and Ephr., 
as though Jesus claimed to be the 
real master of the animal (see 
Burkitt, Ev. da. Meph. ii. 121 ff., or 
JTRS., 1900, 569 ff.). 


evOds S¢ xtX.] The subj. of the 
verb. in Mt. is tus; but in Mk. it is 
Jesus: ‘hath need of it, and is 
sending (will send) it back here at 
once.’ Mt. lays stress on the obedi- 
ence that the demand will receive. 

4. tovto dé krX.] On the formula 
see i. 22. By placing the quotation 
at this point instead of later in con- 
nexion with the ride,.Mt. seems to 
suggest that the Lord Himself had 
the words in mind. 
 §..elrate KTA.] 
words are from Is. lxii. 11, the re- 
mainder from Zech. ix. 9 which 
begins Xaipe opddpa, Ovyarep Ludv ° 
Knpvoce, Obyarep JTepovoahip. The 
words Sikavos Kal oad{wv avrds are 
omitted, the passage being made to 
refer to the single fact of the riding 
on the ass. In Zech. it is the 
animal of peace, in contrast with 
the chariot, the horse, and the battle 
bow, and the ‘meekness’ of the king 
is shewn i in his use of it. Mt. employs 
a rendering of Mi2INN j2 WY Spy in- 
dependent of the Lxx. kal m@Aov 
véov (Aq., Sym., Th. and Quinta all 
have vids for }3). The parallelism 
of the Heb. ‘on an ass, even (}) on a 
colt’ (kat émt ahov) led to the 
mistaken tradition followed by Mt. 
that two animals were brought; see 
v7. tbrofiyov (class. any beast of 
burden) always stands for ‘he-ass’ 
in Lxx., Sym., Th. except Jud. v. 
10 (A); ef. 2 Pet. ii, 16 (uxx. % 


The first four 
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évos). It is used for an ass in 
papyri (Deissm. Bible St. 160 f.). 
In Jo. xii. 15 the quotation is in 
a still shorter form: ‘Fear not (cf. 
Is. xliv. 2), daughter of Sion, behold 
thy King cometh, sitting upon the 
foal of an ass,’ 

6. mopevOevtes xTA.] Mt. sum- 
-marizes Mk.’s detailed account of the 
finding of the colt tied by the door 
outside éri rov audddov, ‘in the 
street’ (see Swete, and Dalm. Words, 
68). Justin (Apol. i. 32) speaks of 
it as mpds GpeAov dedenevos, and 
refers to Gen. xlix. 11. Did he read 
ert Tov dpaedov in Mk.? yyayov. 
(so Lk.): Mk. dépovery, as in v. 2. 

~ 7. Kal ereOnxav KTA.] Mk. ‘they 
throw their cloaks upon it’; Lk. 
‘having cast their cloaks upon the 
colt.’ But in Mt. ‘they placed their 
cloaks upon them’ (the two animals!). 
‘Their cloaks’ are, as in Mk., Lk., 
the disciples’ cloaks, not the saddle- 
cloths of the animals, for which the 
word is quite unsuitable. B. Weiss 
is reduced to the supposition that 
they prepared both animals, being 
uncertain which Jesus would choose. 
But if the incongruity is to be avoided, 
it is more likely that ém’ avt@y is a 
primitive corruption of éx’ avrov or 
em avrov avtov [or eavtur, cf. v. 8}. 
In any case érdvw avtov in the next 
clause can mean ‘upon the cloaks’ 
(Orig., al.), though it might gram- 
matically mean ‘upon the animals’ 
(cf. Jud. i. 14 (A) erdvw tod vro- 


(vyiov). 


8. 6 5€ wXeioros KtXA.] Either 
with a comparative force, contrasted 
with adXov dé, or elative, correspond- 
ing with Mk.’s woAAol .. . dAAor 6¢, 
See on xi. 20. Lk. does not mention 
the dxAos; the disciples themselves 
spread their garments on the road, 
and drav 76 rAnOos Tov pabntov 
praised God. But the crowd does 
not ‘suddenly appear, as though 
sprung out of the ground’ (J. Weiss); 
see On xx. 17, 29. With the act 
of homage cf. 4 Regn. ix. 13; and 
see E. Robinson, Bzbl. Res. 1. 473, 
ii. 162. For é€avrov=airov cf. 
vill. 22. 

dAAou 6€ KTA.] Mk. &. 8. ore Badas, 
kdWavtes €x Tov aypov. Lk. omits 
the sentence. o7iPds is a ‘litter’ 
of leaves, grass, straw, or the like 
(see Swete); it was taken from the 
cultivated spots bordering on the 
road, and would include ‘branches 
from the trees, and among them 
doubtless the date-palms (ra Paia 
tov dotvixwv Jo.). Cf. the triumphal 
entry of Judas Mace. (1 Mace. xiii. 
51). Jo. alone relates the carrying 
of branches by the crowd, as was 
done at the F. of Tabernacles. Mt. 
uses his tenses with care: part of 
the crowd spread their cloaks once 
(€otpwoav) when the ride began, 
and when the colt had passed over 
them they would pick them up 
and follow, and part continued to 
pluck (exorrov) branches and to 
spread them (é€orpwvvvov) as they 
moved in front. 


296 


> id S) “A ‘s ke 
Q€oTpwvyvOY EV TH 00. 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


[XXL 9 


Sew 
of b& Oyo of TpodyovTes avTOV 


Aut / 
Kat of akodovOodyres Expalov éyovTeEs 


A 


“QcaNNd T@ vs 


c 
> 


EYAoruménoc 6 


EPXO 


@ Aaveid’ 
e > > YA 
MENOC EN ONOMAT! Kypfoy: 


€ lal / 
Acannd €v Tols wpiorois. 


\ > , b) na > 
10 Kat elaeNOovTos avTov_ €ElS 


g. of 8¢ dyAou kTr.] Mk’s intrans. 
mpodyovtes is made trans., as always 
in Mt. (see xiv. 22). Jo. speaks only 
of a crowd that came out from the 
city to meet Jesus. 

woavva KtAr.] JTAS., Jan. 1916. 
Lk. says, ‘when He was now 
approaching the descent of the Mt. 
of Olives,’ in which case the holy 
city had just come into view. See 
HDB. iii. 619. ‘Hosanna’ is from 
Ps. cxviii. 25, the last of the Hallel 
psalms which would soon be sung at 
the Passover. It is the Heb. DWN 
N2 (for VWI) ‘save we pray Thee,’ 
not the Arai. NAVY IN ‘save us.” The 
Heb. form was used liturgically at 
the F. of Tabernacles (Sukk. iv. 14) 
and later as the name given to the 
7th day of the festival (Vay. R. 37), 
and even to the branches used at it 
(Sukk. 30b); see Dalman, Gr. 198, 
Words 220-3. In the psalm it is 
a prayer to God for help (Luxx. 6 
Kipie, cooov 64), but in the time 
of the evangelists it had become 
possible to employ it as a mere 
shout of praise, so that Mt. adds 
‘to the Son of David,’ and in the 
last clause Mt., Mk. have ‘H. in the 
Highest, which Lk. interprets as 
“Peace in Heaven and glory in the 
Highest.’ Weymouth’s paraphrase, 
‘God save the Son of David,’ does 
violence to the dative; Win is 
followed by S in Ps. Ixxi, [Ixxii.] 4, 
exiv. [exvi.] 6, but the construction 
is impossible in Gk. In Did. x., in 
the post-Communion thanksgiving 
the refrain appears as oo, TH Oe@ 


Tepocddupa éceicOn Traca 7 


Aaveid. On ‘Son of David’ in Mt. 
see xii. 23. In Lk. also Jesus is 
greeted as the Messianic king, 
Baotredvs being inserted in the next 
clause. It is difficult to determine 
whether Mt., Lk. are independent of 
Mk., or whether their insertions are 
derived from his clause ‘Blessed be the 
coming kingdom of our father David.’ . 

evAoynpévos KTA.] From Ps. 
exvii. [exviii.] 26 Lxx. The words 
were addressed to pilgrims as they 
approached the temple: ‘Blessed in 
the name of Yahweh is he that 
cometh,’ and the crowd must prob- 
ably have used them in that sense 
(cf. the wl. in Lk. edA. 6 Bao. év 
ovop. Kvp.). ‘Hosanna in the 
Highest’ (Gosp. Naz. ap. Jer. ‘ osanna 
barrama ’ = N27 in excelsis) does not 
mean ‘Let the Messiah be praised 
in Heaven’; as in ‘praise Him in 
the Highest’ (Ps. exlviii. 1), the 
angels are invoked to shout Hosanna 
to God, which is clearly the meaning 
of Lk.’s ‘glory in the Highest’ (cf. 
Lk. ii. 14, and Apoe. vii. 10, ‘Salva- 
tion to our God’). But the expres- 
sion is not derived from Ps. cxviii. ; 
if it was added by the evangelists, 
the shouts of the people were con- 
fined to the words of the Psalm, and 
they used NJ] YWIN in its true sense. 

Scur and Diat™ here add different 
combinations of Jo. xii, 13and Lk. xix. 
37; see Burkitt, Ev. da Meph. ad loc, 

10-11. Kal eioeAOdvros KTA.] 
Vv. 10, 11 are peculiar to Mt., and 
are possibly a later addition. The 
upheaval of the ‘whole city’ is a 


XXI. 11] THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


297 


/ / a 
mods AEyousa Tis éotw obTos; of dé SyAoe éXeyov Obrds 11 
bf € > a a 
éoTw o Tpodytns ‘Incods 6 amd Natapéd rhs Tadiraias. 


hyperbolical statement as in ii. 3 
(probably a scribal addition). The 
Galilean pilgrims give the informa- 
tion to the Jews in the city. 6 
mpopytns is ‘the well-known pro- 
phet.’ He had been treated as such 


in the North (xiii. 57), and this 
estimation of Him delayed His arrest 
(xxi. 46). On NafapéO see ii. 23. 
For ‘N. of Galilee’ cf. Mk. i. 9; the 
village was so little known that it 
was necessary to define its locality. 


Additional Note on the Entry into Jerusalem. 


The synoptists clearly convey the impression that Jesus deliberately 
rode into the city as the Messiah, and that He was acclaimed as such by 
the crowds that accompanied Him. But His Messiahship, whatever mis- 
taken guesses may have been made by the people early in His ministry, 
had been a secret from every one until S. Peter received the revelation at 
Caesarea Philippi, and the disciples were then forbidden to tell anyone 
what they had learnt, nor is there any record that the prohibition was 
afterwards withdrawn. Bartimaeus, indeed, addressed Him as ‘Son of 
David,’ and he may have thought of the political Messiah of popular 
expectation, but no notice of it was taken by the crowd. When Jesus 
mounted the ass, the action was very ordinary, and could not by itself 
suggest that He was the Messiah, though He knew the truth, and may 
possibly have had in mind the words from Zech. which Mt. quotes. And 
yet the very fact of a wonder-working prophet approaching the capital 
with an enthusiastic following could not but suggest to some that He was 
aiming at becoming a popular hero who might use His power to incite the 
thousands of Passover pilgrims to rebellion. The thoughts of those who 
shouted Hosanna are reflected in Mk. xi. 10, ‘Blessed is the coming 
kingdom of our father David.’ J. Weiss and others lay unnecessary stress 
on the fact that the triumphal entry was not brought up against Jesus at 
His trial. (May it not have been referred to by some of the witnesses who 
‘ could not agree?) The crowd need not be thought of as a vast mass of 
people, large enough to create at once an upheaval in the city. When the 
Lord, on arrival, took no such steps as were expected of Him, the enthusiasm 
of the rustics waned at once. Nevertheless the Messianic idea filtered through 
the city, and the authorities soon heard rumours. This is suggested by the 
question about the capitation tax, and by the Lord’s problem about the 
Son of David. And the Messianic claim was finally the ground, or the 
_ partial ground (see on xxvi. 63), for His delivery to Pilate for sentence. 
Thus the shouts at the Entry, though they probably did not claim Him 
explicitly as the Messiah, were the expression of a momentary outburst: of 
mistaken enthusiasm. The Lord, who was going to Jerusalem on purpose 
to die, did not prevent it, since there was no need to do so. It was 
genuine as far as it went, and would afterwards serve to teach the crowd 
how different were His claims from their idea of them, and also to bring 
Him into prominence in the city, and so to lead to His death. 
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Dalman (Words, 222), J. Weiss (Die Schriften d. NT. 177), and others, 
think that all the Messianic colouring of the narrative is a later addition, 
and that Jesus was greeted simply as a prophet. Wellhausen, on the other 
hand, says ‘It seems very likely that the people were inclined to regard 
Him as the Messiah, and to interpret His journey to Jerusalem Messianically. 
The step from Prophet to. Messiah was easily taken; ‘false prophet” 
(Pevdorpopyrns) and “false Messiah” (Yevddxperros) in Josephus and the 
Gospels mean much the same thing” Schweitzer (Quest. 391-5) holds 
that the Entry was to Jesus Himself Messianic, but the crowd greeted Him 
as Elijah (see Add. n. 2, p. 34f.), and that His Messianic secret was not 


divulged till Judas betrayed it to the authorities (see on xxvi. 63). 


12,13. (Mkiexi 15-18, J0.11.14— 
17.) CLEANSING OF THE TEMPLE. 

12. Kal eiunAGev xtXr.] On the 
order of events see Add. n. below. 
There is some authority for the read- 
ing TO tep. Tov Beov (see Appar.), which 
is otherwise found only in 1 Esd. v. 5 4. 
But it may be an early gloss. It 
looks forward to 6 ofkdés pov (v. 13), 
and heightens the horror of the 
abuses practised there. e£€Badev: 
Mk., Lk. ypEato éxBdAAew; see on 
xill. 54. Jo. says ‘having made a 
whip of cords.” tods twAovvtas (so 
Mk., Lk.) describes a class (cf. viii. 
33), indicating an acquaintance with 
the custom on the part of the framer 
of the narrative. See Lightfoot, 
Hor. Heb., ad loc., Edersheim, L. and 
T. 1. 369 ff, Abrahams, Note 21. 
Lk. omits all the remaining details. 
Jo. speaks of ‘oxen and sheep and 
doves, but other requisites such as 
wine, oil, and salt, would also be 
sold. 7d tepdv here is the Court of 
the Gentiles, called in the Talm. 
‘the Mountain of the House,’ where 


traffic was authorized at all times in- 


what was afterwards known as ‘the 


shops of the sons of Hanan (Annas).’ 
The traffic was*not confined to the 
Passover week. 

kal Tas Tpamé(as kTX.] The Jews 
of the Dispersion were obliged to 
exchange. their Greek and Roman 
coins for Jewish money, by which 
the xoAAvBuorai made great gain. 
k6AXAvBos, ‘a small coin’ (Ar. Paz, 
1200),‘came to mean the ‘rate, or 
premium, of exchange’ (Cic. Verr. 
ii. 3. 78, Att. xii. 6. 1). It is said 
to be a Phoenician word, cognate 
with abn, ‘to exchange” In Rabb. 
times anyone who even wanted small 
change for a shekel had to pay an 
additional sum, or KéAAvPos, which 
passed into late Heb. as nadip 
(Shek. i.). Tas mepurtepds are the 
doves required for sacrifice, which 
would include the ‘turtle-doves and 
young pigeons’ for the purification 
of poor women (Lev. xii. 8; cf. Lk. 
il. 22-f), and poor lepers (Lev. xiv. 
22), and certain other purifications 
(Lev. xv. 14, 29). 

Mk. adds ‘and did not allow that 
anyone should carry a vessel through 
the temple’ (see Swete, and Abrahams, 
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Lc.). Mt.’s omission of this is sur- 
prising; possibly it was a later 
addition in Mk. 

The narrative does not suggest that 
the buyers and sellers submitted to 
expulsion because Jesus was supported 
by a crowd of followers. It was 
the power of character that did the 
deed. ‘Mihi inter omnia signa quae 
fecit hoc videtur mirabilius esse’ (Jer.). 
Orig. thought that unless a miracle 
was to be postulated, the incident 
must be interpreted symbolically. 

13. Kat Aéyes ktA.] The quota- 
tion is from Is. lvi. 7 (1xx.). Lk. 
has éorac for xkAnOyoerar (see on 
Mt. v. 9). In Mt, Lk. the Lord 
draws a contrast between prayer and 
robbery. Mk. adds the remaining 
words from Is. racw tots €Overw: 
Gentiles could not pray in the court 
to which alone they were admitted, 
because of the noise of the traffic. 
But the Lord does not speak of 
noise and distraction, but wicked- 
ness) The words are probably a 
seribal addition in Mk. to complete 
the quotation. Wellhausen suggests 
that Jesus took maow 7. €Ov. with 


kAnOnoerat, ‘shall be called by all 
nations” J. Weiss, even less prob- 
ably, explains that ‘when the later 
evangelists wrote, this prophecy was 
given up as impossible of fulfilment ; 
the Temple has been destroyed, and 
the nations have found another 
temple in the Church.’ 

dyets 6€ xrA.] An allusion to 
Jer. vii. 11 (LXX.), where the prophet 
refers to the social and religious 
corruption of the Jews who trusted 
to the inviolateness of the temple. 
The Lord rebukes the exorbitant 
prices charged by the sellers. These 
are illustrated by the story of Rabban 
Simon ben Gamaliel, who caused 
doves to be sold for silver coins 
instead of for gold (Lightfoot, Hor... 
Heb.). Worshippers could, of course, 
bring their animals or birds with 
them, but if they lived at a distance 
it was necessary to buy them on the 
spot, and the sellerscould ask any price 
they chose. Jo. has ‘take these things 
hence, make not My Father’s house 
a house of merchandise,’ possibly an 
allusion to Zech. xiv. 21, witha play 
on the word ‘Canaanite, a ‘trafficker.’ 


Additional Note on the Cleansing of the Temple. 


1. The order of events. 


In Mk., the Lord having entered the temple 


and looked round at everything (i.e. on Sunday), departed to Bethany for 
the night, since it. was already late (xi. 11). The next morning (Monday) 
He cursed the fig-tree on the way to the city (22-14), and on His arrival 
cleansed the temple (15-19). He again departed for the night, and next 
morning (Tuesday) on his way to the city found the fig-tree withered 
(20 f.), and on His arrival was questioned as to His authority (27-33). As 
compared with this, Mt. loses record of Monday night, and brings together 
the cursing and the withering of the tree. The former was perhaps for the 
sake of brevity, and the latter in order to heighten the marvel. But the 
disarrangement was possibly the work of a later hand in Mk. (see on v. 23) ; 
J. Weiss suggests that it was due to Jo, xii. 1. It is quite improbable that 
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Mt. passed accidentally from Mk. v- 11 (‘and He entered into Jerusalem into 
the temple’) to v. 15 (‘and they come into Jerusalem, and when He had 
entered into the temple’), and then, finding that he had omitted the cursing 
of the fig-tree, inserted it immediately before the account of its withering. 

Lk. relates only the cleansing of the temple (xix. 45-48), with no note 
of time to shew that it did not occur on the day of the entry. He also 
records, before the arrival at the city, (1) the request of some Pharisees in 
the shouting crowd that Jesus would rebuke His disciples, and His reply 
(39, 40), which perhaps has some connexion with Mt. xxi. 14-17 (see note), 
(2). His lament over the city (41-44). 

2. The position of the incident. Jo. places it at the beginning of the 
Ministry (ii. 13-17), the only instance of so fundamental a departure from 
the synoptic order. That the event happened twice is hardly conceivable. 
The modern tendency to condemn the fourth Gospel when it differs from 
the synoptists has exceptions. J. Weiss (eg.) argues for the Johannine 
position of the narrative: (1) that after all His preaching about the in- 
wardness of worship, the Lord’s zeal for the outward, ceremonial purity of 
the temple is surprising; (2) that His action would be possible only at a 
time when the attention of the authorities had not yet been directed against 
Him. But (1) apart from the subjectiveness of the argument, few would 
admit that He had a deeper conception of the inwardness of worship at the 
end of His ministry than at the beginning. (2) The authorities would be as 
ready to take cognisance of the act at the beginning as at the end. That the 
Lord was unknown to them when He appeared in the temple would not increase 
His chances of success ; on the contrary, His popularity with the people at the 
end of the ministry, though it was not the reason for the submission of the 
buyers and sellers, would be a protection, as related in Mk. xi. 18 = Lk. xix. 47 f. 

Weiss is on safer ground when he says that the only discernible reason 
for the Johannine position is that the fourth evangelist possessed a tradition 
to that effect. It has been thought that he displaced it in order to illustrate 
the Lord’s Messianic authority at the outset. But, as Brooke says (Camb. 
Bibl. Essays 308), ‘there is nothing definitely Messianic about the act. 
“The zeal of my Father’s house hath consumed me” will adequately explain 
the action.’ Moreover Mk. since he relates only one visit to Jerusalem would 
be compelled to place it in that visit; and he implies (xi. 18) that it was 
the immediate cause of the plans for the Lord’s arrest; but Lk. (xix. 47) 
does not follow him, and Mt. omits the verse. Suggestions of a subjective 
character are made by J. A: Robinson in favour of the Johannine position 
(Hist. Character of St. John’s Gosp. 25). There is not enough evidence to 
determine the question, but there is enough to forbid an off-hand decision 
in favour of the synoptists. 


‘14-16, (Mt. only.) Cainpren in time, teaching (Mk., Lk.), healing 
THE TEMPLE. REBUKE TO THE (Mt.). For general statements of 
CuizeFr PRIESTS AND PHARISEES. healing see on iv. 23; and for Mt.’s 

14. Kat mpoonABov xtX.] The records of healing instead of preach- 
Lord stayed in the temple for some ing ef. xiv. 14, xix. 2. 
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15. iddvres xtA.] The section 
appears to be composite. Since the 
question asked of Jesus in v. 16 
refers solely to the shouts of the 
children, the words ra Oavpdoia a 
éroinoev kat seem to be inserted 
only to link v. 14 with what follows. 
Oavydovos, though frequent in the 
Lxx., is not found elsewhere in the 
N.T., the thought of thaumaturgy 
in connexion with Jesus being care- 
fully avoided. It suggests the hand 
of an editor. 

Kal tovs maldas KTA.] The 
quotation in v. 16 shews that raides 
is used in the sense of zaidéa, not 
‘youths’ but ‘children.’ It is ex- 
tremely improbable that children 
shouted in the temple courts; if they 
had done so, it would be instantly 
stopped by the iemple police. A 
band of them collected there is itself 
an improbability. The shouts: are 
an echo of the shouts on the Mt. of 
Olives. Lk. xix. 39 f. contains a 
more probable account, that some 
Pharisees (% sin ‘people’) on the 
road with the crowd (perhaps over- 
taken on their way to the city) said 
to Jesus ‘Teacher, rebuke Thy 
disciples’; and He replied ‘I say 
unto you that if these are silent, the 
stones will shout.’ Does an Aram. 
original lie behind both narratives, 
‘stones’ (Lk.) and ‘children’ (Mt.) 
representing 8'J8 and §°3? (cf. ili. 
9). If so, the tradition which 
reached Mt., and helped to give rise 


to his narrative, may have contained 
the words ‘the children will shout.’ 
But he seems also to have been in- 
fluenced by Mk. xi. 18, ‘and the 
high priests and Scribes heard, and 
sought how they might destroy 
Him.’ This combination of enemies 
occurs for the first time. Except in 
li. 4, and the predictions in xvi. 21, 
xx. 18, Mt. has not mentioned the 
high priests till this point, But 
they now take the lead, the temple 
being under their official supervision, 
and are mentioned by Mt. 17 times 
as a class in the remainder of the 
Gospel. 

16, ovderote kTX.] See on xii. 3. 
The quotation is from Ps. viii. 3 
(Lxx.), aivov being suitable to the 
occasion, but not the Heb. IX 
(‘strength’). xarnptiow (see on iv. 
21), ‘Thou hast provided Thyself 
with’; Vulg. less well wperfecisti ; 
Engl. Vv. ‘perfected.’ The Psalm 
was one which Christians early learnt 
to interpret Messianically ; cf. 1 Cor. 
xv. 27, Heb. ii. 6-9. 


17-22. (Mk. xi, 11 b-14, 20-26.) 
A Fig-TREE CURSED AND WITHERED. 
SuBsEQuENT SAYINGS. 


17, kat Katadiurdy xtr.] The 
previous section is linked with the 
Marcan narrative, which is now con- 
tinued. The class. avAiferOas (cf. 
Lk. xxi. 37) is frequent in the Lxx. 
for 19, }'2, not necessarily of passing 
the night in the open air. The 
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Lord might have lodged with the 
owner of the borrowed colt, and the 
disciples elsewhere in the village. 
But Mk, (xi. 19) merely says that 
“they [or He] went outside the city,’ 
with no mention of Bethany. Lk. 
has three characteristic generaliza- 
TIONS (KAKA fey XXL 37) te XO) 
the two latter of which relate that 
the Lord spent the night habitually 
on the Mt. of Olives, ‘according to 
(His) custom,’ sc. on previous occasions 
’ when He visited Jerusalem (xxii. 39). 
This would explain not only His 
hunger in the morning, but also 
how it was that Judas knew where 
He was to be found when He spent 
the night of the betrayal in Gethse- 
mane on the western slope (cf. Jo. 
Xvill. 2). Lk.’s summary statements 
produce the appearance, contrary to 
Mt., Mk., of a longer period than 
four days spent at Jerusalem before 
the Passover (and cf. Lk. xx. 1, ‘in 
one of those days’), 

18. mpwi d€ xtA.] For éravéyew 
‘to return’ cf. Sir. xvii. 26, xxvi. 
28, 2 Mace. ix. 21. In Lk. v. 3 f, 
2 Macc, xii. 4 (v.l.) it means ‘to 
move out to sea’ in a boat. 

19. kat Sov KTArA.] For pia =r 
ef. xxvi. 69; see on Vili.19. On ovdev 
... €& py see xii. 24. Both physi- 
cally by His hunger, and mentally 
by His disappointed expectation 
(Mk. ‘came if perchance He might 
find anything on it’), the Lord’s real 


Humanity is indicated. The fruit-. 


buds of the fig begin to appear before 
the leaves, but the latter are fully 
developed before the fruit. The tree 
bears what might be called. two crops: 
the real fruit is not ripe till August 


or September in Palestine, but fruit 
of a sort ripens in small quantities 
much earlier, and even if not fully 
matured in April, unless in an 
early season, would be quite eatable. 
The natives to-day prefer it, in many 
cases, to the real fruit. It was 
this early fruit that the sight of 
leaves led Jesus to expect; but He 
found none. Of. Lk. xiii. 7. Mk.’s 
addition ‘for it was not fig-time’ is 
difficult. If the leaves were out; it 
was the time for the early crop, so 
that kaupos ovkov can refer only to 
the autumn. Mt. may have omitted 
the clause because he saw its difficulty, 
and shrank from the appearance of 
unreasonableness on the part of Jesus; 
but it may have been an unskilful 
gloss by a later hand. 

ov pnKere Th] Mk. pynxere eis 
TOV aiwva ék wou pndets kaprov 
gpayou.. Mt. alters the wish to a 
prediction, which-is virtually a pro- 
hibition. od pnKeére occurs elsewhere 
in the Gk. bible only in Tob. vi. 8. 

Kat’ é&npdvOn KtA.] Mk. kal 
nkovov ot paOytat avrov. Mk. 
relates that. on the next morning 
they saw the tree in a withered 
state, and that Peter remembered the 
curse. If Mt. has altered Mk.’s order 
(see Add. n. 1 after v. 13) it was in 
order to heighten the marvel. zapa- 
Xphpa is elsewhere used only by Lk. 
(Ev.*, Ac’), always in connexion 
with a miraculous or striking event. 


The Lord’s action must have had 
for its purpose to teach some truth 
to the disciples. If the narrative is 
historical, the tree fulfilled a more 
important function by dying than 
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by living, and it is false sentiment 
to think of it as badly treated. It 
is playing with the narrative to 
rationalize it, and it is something 
worse to suggest that Jesus was vent- 
ing upon the tree His disappointment 
at finding no fruit. But if it was 
an acted lesson, what was the lesson ? 
In the two sayings which follow 
(see below), it is simply the power 
of faith. But it is difficult to avoid 
the doubt whether the Lord would 
have employed an act of destruction 
to teach this; only as a warning of 
punishment could it have its full 
force. And in any case the sayings 
seem to be collected from other 
contexts. If they were originally 
unconnected with the incident, the 
Lord may have given an explanation 
of it which is now lost. But the 
possibility cannot be denied that the 
acted parable is really the parable 
in Lk. xiii. 6-9, or some other 
parable or metaphorical saying about 
a withered tree, which was trans- 
formed into an act in the course of 
tradition. Whether an act or a 
parable, it is probably, as most com- 
mentators are agreed, a symbolic 
denunciation of Jerusalem or the 
Jewish nation. Cf. Lk. xxiii. 31. 
Wellhausen (on Mk. xiii. 28 f.) gives 
a different, but improbable, explana- 
tion, restated by Schwartz in ZNWV., 
1904, 80-4. 

20. Kal iSdvres xTA.] Mk. xat 
dvapyno Geis 6 Ilérpos déyen airy. 
Peter is more prominent in Mt. than 


in Mk. (see on x. 2), but cf. xxiv. 3 
with Mk. xiii. 3, and xxviii. 7 with 
Mk. xvi. 7. The question ‘How is 
it that the fig-tree has suddenly 
withered ?’ so Vulg. (not an exclama- 
tion, as in A.V. and most earlier 
Engl. versions), takes the place of 
Mk.’s exclamation, ‘Rabbi, behold the 
fig-tree which Thou didst curse is 
withered !’ 

21. apyv xtr.] See on v. 18. 
eav xtX.: Mk. éxere riot OGeod. 
For the force of miotis see xvii. 20. 
k. pay SuaxpiOjre abbreviates Mk.’s 
‘and doubts not in his heart, but 
believes that what he speaketh cometh 
to pass,’ and is placed earlier in the 
saying. Jam. i. 6 seems to have 
been influenced by the words. 

ov povov xtA.] The sentence (to 
dAXd) is added by Mt. It implies 
that to remove a mountain is a 
greater act than to wither a tree by 
a word (cf. Jo. xiv. 12). But the 
contrast would be clearer between 
removing a mountain and removing 
a tree; possibly, therefore, 7d THs 
cus (‘the action concerning the 
fig-tree, cf. ra TOv Satpovifopevwr 
viii. 33) is related to the form of the 
saying in Lk. xvii. 6, which speaks 
of the removing of a sycamine. 
Mt, has already shewn in xvii. 20 
acquaintance with Lk.’s source. 

22. kal rdvta KTA.] The substance 
of Mk. is condensed. The power of 
prayer is taught in vii. 7—1 1, xviii. 19, 
and the power of faith frequently; 
here they are combined. But the 
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saying must have been spoken in 
another context. Mk. connects it 
with the preceding by 61a Toto; 
but the command to the mountain 
is not a prayer, nor the sentence 
pronounced on the fig-tree even in 
Mk’s pnxéete . . . payout, much less 
in Mt. 

Mk., or possibly a scribe, adds (v. 
25)athird saying, given in a different 
form in Mt. vi. 14, on the necessity 
of forgiveness when praying. It is 
noteworthy for the expression ‘your 
Father which is in Heaven,’ otherwise 
confined to Mt. Yet another saying 
is added in the T.R. in Mk, (v. 26), 
from Mb. vi. 15. 

23227. (Mikvsxi=27-33, ko xx 
1-8.) THE AUTHORITY oF JESUS 
CHALLENGED. 

23. mpoonrAOav ktA.] diddoKovte 
interprets Mk.’s repurarovvtos avtov 
(cf. Jo. x. 23), as though comparing 
Jesus with Gk. peripatetic teachers. 
With those who approached Him 
Mk., Lk. include ‘the Scribes,’ com- 
pleting the classes which composed 
the Sanhedrin (see on ii. 4). 

év troia, e€ovoia ktX.] For motos 
=tls see xix. 18. Tavra sroveis 
speaks not of teaching but of actions, 
and seems to refer to the cleansing 
of the temple, of which the 
authorities had full right to demand 
anexplanation. But ratra is strange 
after a night’s interval, and the in- 
cident may originally have occurred 
on the same day as the cleansing. 
In any case they are closely coh- 
nected, and possibly belong together 


to the beginning of the ministry 
(see Add. n. 2 after v. 31); in Jo. li. 
18 the Jews ask, with a different 


‘question, for the Lord’s credentials, 


In that case the peremptory re- 
quest for information followed not 
long after the similar request made 
to the Baptist (Jo. i. 19, 21 f.), and 
the counter question asked by Jesus 
about him, and the fear evinced by 
the questioners owing to his fame as 
a prophet, are entirely in place. It 
is noteworthy that in Lk. the Scribes 
ask their question when Jesus was 
teaching in the temple kai eday- 
yeAtCowévov: the preaching of good 
tidings points to the beginning 
rather than to the end of the ministry. 

kat tis kTA.] Thesecond question 
goes behind the first: Whatever 
claim to authority you make, who 
gave you the right to make it? Is 
it God or man? Mt., Lk. omit Mk.’s 
redundant addition iva tatra roins. 

24. dmoxptOeis ktd.] Lk. omits 
éva as though it were equivalent to 
Tuva, (see vill. 19), but its strict 
meaning is quite suitable: ‘you have 
asked two questions, but I will ask 
only one”  <Adyov is a ‘thing, a 
‘point’; cf. Jer. xlv. [xxxviii.] 14 
épwrjow oe Aéyov. 

25. 7d Bdrtrwpa xKtr.] The 
vivid dev av is inserted by Mt. 
only. John’s baptism was the out- 
ward expression of his life work, the 
call to repentance, so that to ‘believe 
him’ (vv. 25, 32) and to ‘be baptized 
by him’ (Lk. vii. 29 f.) were one and 
thesame, ¢£ ovpavod in contrast with 
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é€ dvOpurwv is a Jewish periphrasis 
for ‘from God’ (ef. xvi. 19 b). The 
same alternative was discussed with 
reference to the apostles (Ac. v. 38 f.). 
The question corresponded with the 
second put by the Lord’s opponents, 
since an answer to that would in- 
clude an answer to the first. He 
did not set them a mere trap. 
His work and John’s were, up to a 
certain point, very similar, and both 
were recognized as prophets such as 
had not appeared since the close of 
the canon. Any decision that the 
authorities had come to about John 
answered of itself the question about 
Jesus. Thus the reply was, on the sur- 
face, quite unambiguous. But more 
lay behind it. The authority of the 
two ‘prophets’ was that of the 
destined Messiah and of His fore- 
runner ‘Elijah’ respectively. The 
Twelve, who had understood the 
statement about the Baptist in xvii. 
11, could realize this, but if the 
authorities could not make up their 
minds about John, they could still less 
understand the truth about Jesus. 

ot 8€ KtA.] év (vl. wap’) éavrois 
and mpos éavrovs (Mk. Lk.) have 
the same meaning; cf. xvi. 7 with 
Mk., and xxi. 38 with Mk., Lk. It 
was impossible for them to discuss the 
question with each other; their 
hesitation shewed that the same 
hurried thoughts had passed through 
the minds of all. The prepositions 
admit of either a reflexive or a 
mutual sense for the pronoun; but 
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the former alone is possible here. 
sin (Mk., Lk.) makes the meaning 
clear by omitting the preposition and 
pronoun. ap’ éavtots recurs only 
mi Ren. x1. 2)55-x1i 16, 

26. eav elrwuev KTXr.] So Lk. 
Mk. adAd etrwper, a delib, conjunct. 
forming the protasis; and Mk, 
suppresses their apodosis but supplies 
it himself, époBotvto tr. adv, as 
though they shrank from expressing 
even to themselves their fear of the 
people. In Lk. their fear is explicit, 
6 Aads das KatadiOdon pas. 
That such a thing was possible in 
the temple court is shewn by Jo. 
viii, 59, x. 30.- Mt. substitutes 
dxAos for Aads, since he never uses 
the latter without the thought of 
the Jewish nation as such (see iv. 
23, XXVi. 5). 

mdvtes ydp «td. avoids Mk.’s 
loose constr. aaravtTes yap etyov Tov 
"I. dvtws dtu mpopytyns iv. The 
words, in all three accounts, can ex- 
press an opinion held after John’s 
death ; but the fear of the people’s 
anger is more easily understood if 
his work were still in progress and 
the country thrilled with the first 
enthusiasm about him. Cf. Herod’s 
fear from the same cause, -xiv. 5. 
The vl. efyov makes the clause a. 
remark of the evang. as in’ Mk. 
Ssin.cur. ‘as to a prophet they 
were holding to him’ is a mis- 
rendering of €yevv ws, ‘to regard as.’ 
For the constructions with éxeuv see 
Blass, § 34. 5, § 70. 2; cf. v. 46. 

x 
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27. ovk oldapev xtX.] It was 
their duty to the nation to have 
formed an authoritative opinion 
about the Baptist ; but they preferred 
an admission of ignorance to being 
stoned on the one hand and to telling 
the truth on the other, and this pre- 
cluded any statement on the part of 
Jesus. 


28-32. (Mt. only.) PARABLE OF 
THE Two Sons. 

The parable is the first of a trilogy, 
all teaching that the leaders of the 
nation being unworthy, those whom 
they despise will take their place (wv. 
Gui, Gh Mey abl, 14) 

28. ri S€ xrX.] See on xvii. 25. 
The characters of the two téxva are 
akin to those of the two viot in Lk. 
xv. 11 ff. ‘Work in the vineyard’ is 
only of the scenery of the parable ; 
obedience alone is the point at issue. 
When the owner speaks to his son, 
‘the vineyard’ is enough; the 
addition of ov is unnecessary. For 
mpOros = TpoTepos see Blass, § 11. 5. 

29. eéyd, Ktpie] He answers 
with polite deference ; cf. Gen. xxxi. 
35. Even if this son should be 
placed second (see below), éyw is not 
emphatic, in contrast with the other 
son, but is equivalent to tod éyd 
=13 (Ac. ix, 10, and frequently 
in the Lxx.). 

30. od Gedw xTA.] A blank re- 
fusal with no title of respect. The 
absence of a connecting particle with 
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totepov adds vivacity (cf. A€éyoverr, 
A€éyeu v. 31); it isa marked feature of 
the Johannine style, but rare in the. 
synn., and the more noticeable because 
a contrast is implied. Many MSS. 


and versions naturally add 6€ On 
voTepov see iv. 2. 
$1, Tis KTA.| CL Lk. x 365m 


dpav A, v, see v. 18. The customs- 
officers (see on v. 46) and harlots 
were, of all classes, the furthest 
removed, in the estimation of the 
religious authorities, from the hope 
of entering the Kingdom, while the 
authorities themselves were univers- 
ally considered the most certain of 
reaching it. The Lord reverses this 
estimate (cf. Lk. xviii. 10-14). They 
‘are ahead of you’ (rpodyovow tyas, 
see on xiv. 22), The pres. tense 
represents a timeless Aram. partep., 
which has not necessarily a future 
meaning. 
answered discreetly, they were ‘not 
far from the Kingdom of God’ 
(Mk. xii. 34); they were walking 
in front of their religious leaders on 
‘the road that leads to life’ (Mt. 
vii. 14). The words neither imply 
nor deny that those addressed would 
finally reach the Kingdom. 1 Bac. 
Tod Geod (instead of tév otpavdv) 
is elsewhere confined in Mt. to xii. 
28, xix. 24, xxi. 43 (see notes). Mt.’s 
reason for retaining it here from his 
source cannot be determined; it 
may have been an oversight, or, 
more probably, an early scribal slip. 


Like the Scribe who — 
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In SCLXAP2® al minn.pler © 
efq vg Scur.pesh.hel the order of 
the two sons is reversed, and rpdros 
is read for vorepos in v. 31. This 
is supported by D ¥& pler.vg%4 
S sin, but with éoyartos (novissimus, 
stun Ephr. ‘second’) in v. 31. 
If the text (B 4 13 69 al vg**4 & pal 
me arm aeth”) is not original, it may 
have resulted from a wish to bring 
the parable into closer conformity 
with its interpretation in v. 31 b. 
The first son addressed would be 
the more important (Hil. has ‘ filius 
senior’ and ‘junior ’), and would corre- 
spond with the religious authorities, 
so that the son who said éyd, Kvpue 
was placed first. Or if the sons were 
allegorized as Jew and Gentile, the 
same order would result. Wellhausen 
and Merx accept the reading of D, 
and explain that the authorities, in 
their dilemma, defiantly answered 
‘the last,’ and that Jesus, prevented 
from employing their own answer 
against them, replied indignantly 
in v. 31b, which is not, therefore, 
an interpretation of the parable. 
Jerome, though he rejects the read- 
ing, explains similarly: ‘dicamus 
. . . Judaeos tergiversari, et nolle 
dicere quod sentiunt.’ Allen, more 
probably, suggests that the reading 
éxxatos was due to anti-Pharisaic 
feeling, to make them, formally 
approve of the conduct of the dis- 
obedient son; ‘they say and do 
not’ (xxiii. 3). And évxaros may 
then have led to the transposition 
in B, by which they were again 
made to give the right and obvious 
answer; or the two motives, anti- 
pharisaic and allegorizing, may have 


HrAGev yap ‘lwdvyns. rpos vas 32 


led to éxxatTos and torepos respec- 
tively. 

32. HAGev xrX.] A further appli- 
cation of the parable, added as an 
explanation (ydép) of v. 31b. But 
the application is obscure. Some ex- 
plain it thus: the customs-officers and 
harlots had disobeyed God (0d OéAw), 
but owing to John’s preaching they 
repented (perapeAnOels ampdOev) ; 
the religious authorities had professed 
righteousness (ey, kvpte), but when 
John preached to them they refused 
to believe him (ov« dar7jAOev), Allen’s 
suggestion is not less improbable, that 
the son who said ov @éAw illustrates 
the authorities, in their refusal to 
believe John, and that the repent- 
ance of the same son illustrates that 
of the customs-officers and harlots— 
the other son being disregarded. The 
difficulty arises from the fact that 
while the parable speaks of relations 
with God, this verse deals with 
attitudes towards the Baptist. The 
father’s command to his sons to work 
can hardly represent John’s call to 
repent. The ‘repentance’ of the son 
in the parable is not equivalent to 
the ‘belief’ of those who listened 
to John, and the behaviour of the 
authorities towards John is not 
really like anything in the parable. 
The verse seems to be composed of 
elements drawn partly from the 
parable and 0. 31, and partly from 
v. 25 f., the latter leading to the 
mention of John and to ricretoas 
avt», Itmay be based, however, ona 
genuine utterance, unconnected with 
the parable ; and the same possibly 
underlies Lk.’s words in vii. 29 f. 
See Harnack, Sayings, 118. 
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év 69 xtA.] John came with 
(i.e. brought) the path of ees 
ness as the subject of his preaching ; 
ef. Ps, Ixx. [Ixxi.] 16, cizeheboropat 
év Suvactia (ni333) tov Kupiov, 
lxy. [Ixvi.] 13. For 68d5 as a sub- 
ject of preaching cf. xxii. 16, Ac. 
Xvi. 17, xvili, 25. It describes a 
manner of life; cf. vii. 13 f., Lk. i. 
79, Ac. ii. 28, and frequently i in the 
0.T, = 717. 

dpeet’s dé xrXd.] ‘Having seen 
(it), te that they believed him. 
ovde is to be connected with torepor : 
they did not arrive even at a late 
repentance. The reading ov is pro- 
bably a correction for smoothness. 
Without the negative, as in D, the 
words are a question: ‘did ye repent 
afterwards, so as to believe him ?’ 
They might be rendered ‘ ye repented 
afterwards of believing him’ ; but the 
religious authorities never believed 
John and then changed their minds. 

Tov TicTevoas is epexegetic, giving 
‘the content rather than the purpose 
of peteuednOnte’ (Moulton, i. 216 f.). 


33-46. (Mk. xii. 1-12, Lk. xx. 
9-18.) _ PARABLE OF THE HUSBAND- 
MEN AND THE HEIR. 


33. GAAnv KTr.] Mk. kat np£ato 
(see on xiii. 54) avrots év rapaBoAais 
AaAeiv, which is equivalent to zapa- 
BoArkas, since only one parable is 
given (unless the ‘Corner-stone’ was 
reckoned as another) ; 3 -cf.) Mt) xxi 
1. In Lk. it is addressed mpds tov 
Aadv, the Lord cerning from the 


‘and 
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authorities to them; but the former 
were still present. The ‘Sower’ and 
the ‘Mustard-seed’ are the only 
other parables given by all the synn., 
‘all three are taken from agri- 
culture’ (Plummer). 

avOpwros ktA.] On &vOpwiros = 
Tus see xili. 28, and on doTis=ds 
ii. 6. Mt. alone adds vixodeadrys : 
ef. xiii. 52, xx. 1. Lk., by omitting 
the fence, the vat, and the tower, 
obscures the clear allusion to Is. v. 
1f. Israel is often, in the O.T., 
compared with a vineyard or a vine, 
so that the audience could not 
mistake the meaning. The fence 
(ppaypos, cf. Lk. xiv. 23) was a. 
protection against wild beasts; cf. 
Ps. Ixxix. [Ixxx.] 13. The wine- 
press usually consisted of two parts, 
the Anvds (Vulg. torcular), where the 
grapes were crushed (Is. Ixiii. 2, Joel 
iii. -[iv.] 13), and the troAjvov 
(Mk. Vulg. lacus, but torcular in the 
O.T.) into which the juice fell (Is. 
xvi. 10, Joel l.c.). The latter always 
represents j2°, the former various 
words, chiefly M4 and less correctly 
AQ. mpoAjvior (Is. v. 2) is perhaps 
a trough for grapes placed higher 
than the Ayvds, or a second pit to 
receive the juice; see Enc. Bibl. 
5311 ff. The tower (avpyos) was 
for the use of vine-dressers and 
watchers (2 Chr. xxvi. 10); a mere 
hut sometimes sufficed (Is. i, 8), 
Often a fence was not made, but the 
owner of this vineyard provided for 
its well-being with the utmost care. 
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eFedero auTov 


OTe O€ ipyyeoey ) katpos TOV 34 


KapTav, améatethev Tovs SovAous avTod mMpds Tovs ryempryous 


Aa Bey ToUs KapTrous avuTov. 


Kal daBovres ol ryecopryob TOUS 35 


SovrAovs avTod dv pev eSerpav, dv 88 daréxtewav, dv be 


érrGoBdoArnoav. 
TOV TpeTav, Kal 
For allegorical explanations in patr. 
writings see Swete. 

kat e£édero xtA.] In the parable 
in Isaiah good fruit is expected, here 
loyalty on the part of the workers. 
The yewpyot were not slaves (like 


dpreAoupyds in Lk. xiii. 7), but. 


tenants, their annual rent being a 
‘fixed quantity, or proportion, of 
fruit—a common custom in Palestine 
(Edersheim, L. and T. ii. 423; see 
Plato, Legg. 806 p, quoted by Swete). 
For yewpydés of a worker in a vine- 
yard cf. Gen. ix. 20. dedjpnoer, 
as in xxv. 14 f, reflects the concep- 
tion of God’s separateness from the 
world; as a transcendent King or 
Lord He is frequently pictured in 
the O.T. as sending messengers, 
angelic or human. It is His absence, 
rather than His departure, that is 
ilustrated in the parable. Christ- 
ianity, while retaining this Hebrew 
conception, has learnt the comple- 
mentary truth of the divine Imman- 
ence. 

34. Ore 5€ krd.] Mt. expresses 
more clearly than Mk.’s TO Kaup@ 
(Lk. katp@) the shortness of the time 
required by the scenery of the parable, 
which, however, corresponds with the 
whole of Israel’s history, in every age 
of which God sent His messengers. 
SovAovs refers more distinctly to 
these than dovAov (Mk., Lk.). 7. 
Ka,provs avTov (Mk. Lk. drs Tov 
kaprov [Lk. tod kaprot] Tov apzre- 
Aevos) are a fixed amount, or per- 
centage, a detail which cannot be 


> / ] A 
eTolnoav avTols woavTas. 


Tadw améoteikev adAous Sovrovs mMrElovas 36 


tatepov 6€37 


allegorized. What God asks (ra 
tov Oeov xxii. 21) is described in 
li. 8. 

35, 36. kal AaPBdvres KTA.] tp 
the redundant AaPdvres see xiii. 
31. The treatment of the servants 
differs in each of the accounts. Mt., 
speaking of them in the plur., places 
together ‘ beat,’ ‘ killed,’ and ‘stoned,’ 
and when a larger number is sent, 
emphasizing the earnestness of the 
demand, writes, ‘they did to them 
likewise.’ Mk., Lk. describe the 
different eient of each, Mk. 
arranging a climax, edeupay, fake 
Kiwcay, Aripacay, aréxrewav. (On 
exedadiwoay see Swete, and Allen’s 
suggestion in JThS., 1909, 298 ff., 
that the translator followed by Mk. 
misread WNIN (‘ill-treated’) as 
Ww SIN which he took to be a verb 
connected with WN ‘a head’). Lk. 
has ‘beat’ (twice), ‘dishonoured,’ 
‘wounded,’ reserving ‘killed’ for the 
Son. All have dépecy, lit. ‘to flay,’ 
its only meaning in the Lxx. (Lev. 
is Oy B Ohi eabe cyl eon, 16th ORE 
in each case exdépecv), but in the 
N.T. always ‘to beat,’ first found in 
the slang of Aristophanes. 

The audience could not fail to see 
the allusion to the treatment of 
prophets i in the past ; cf. vy. 12, xvii, 
12, xxill, 31, 37- 

37. vorepov kTr.] Mk. érxartov; 
see on iv. 2. Tov vidv avrod for 
Mk.’s eva vidv déyarnrtdv treats ‘one’ 
and ‘beloved’ as identical; cf. Jud. 


xi. 34 (A) kal fv arn povoyerys 
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39 avTOv Kab cYdmev THY KANpovoulay avTob: Kal AaPovTes 


a lal \ , 
4oavrov é&éBarov wm Tod aumed@vos Kal arréxTeLvav. 


iv 
OTaAV 


A lal / / a a 
oby €XOn 6 KUpLOS TOD GuTEA@VOS, TL ToLNTEL TOS yewpryois 


/ b} a 
Al éxeivous ;  A€youow avT@ 


aitgé dyarnty. But for Mk.’s readers, 
as for us, they could express both 
the. uniqueness of the Son and His 
Messiahship (see iii. 17). daméorevAev 
(so Mk.): like the prophets the 
Son was an dzdéaroAos (Heb. iii. 1) ; 
cf. Mt. x. 40, xv. 24, Lk. iv. 18, 43, 
and frequently in Jo’? For 
évrperecOai twos ‘turn towards,’ 
‘pay respect to’ cf. Lk. xviii. 2, 4, 
Heb. xii. 9; in class. Gk. it takes the 
ace. (cf. Wisd. vi. 7). The Owner’s 
confidence in the mission of the Son 
gives the measure of the crime which 
disappointed it. Lk.’s tows detracts 
from the confidence, and softens the 
irony. The thought of God’s ‘dis- 
appointment’ involves the paradox 
of divine knowledge and man’s free- 
dom of choice; see on xviii. 7. 

38. of S€ yewpyot xrX.] The scene 
recalls the narrative of Joseph (Gen. 
xxxvii. 18 ff.), whose brothers said 
Sette dmoxteivwpev adtov. The 
futility of the husbandmen’s idea 
that the murder of the Heir would 
give them the inheritance, contributes 
to the picture of their insensate 
hostility ; it need not imply that the 
Jewish leaders themselves thought of 
Jesus as the Heir. Behind His words 
possibly lay the thought of Is. liii. 
£2, KAnpovopjoes ToAXdods . . . av?’ 
Gv mapedd0n «is Odvarov 7 Yrx7 
adrov (see on xx. 28 fin.). Christians 
afterwards’ worked out the thought 
that all God’s sons can be united in 
the heirship as cvvkAnpovdpor (Rom. 
viii. 17), an extension of the Jewish 


‘them.’ 


nm / / 
Kaxovs Kkaxk@s amroXécet avTous, 


use of ‘inherit’ seen in Mt. v. 5, 
xix. 29, xxv. 34; see Westcott on 
Heb. i. 2. Setre (xxviii. 6, Jo. iv. 
29, xxi. 12), like dedpo (xix. 21), is 
frequent in the Lxx. for 3, yd (Targ. 
NIN, 108). 

39. Kal AaBdvres xTr.] Mk. 
‘And they took and killed him, and 
cast him outside the vineyard,’ 7.¢. 
his body was cast out unburied, as 
the final insult. Mt. Lk. place the 
casting outside before the murder, 
perhaps reading more into the 
allegory, ze either that Jesus was 
rejected, and treated as cast out from 
the community (cf. éxBaAXew in Lk. 
vi. 22, Jo. ix. 34), or that He was 
killed outside Jerusalem (Heb. xiii. 
12). In a Christian allegory some- 
thing would probably have been 
added to represent the Resurrection 
of the Son; its absence favours the 
genuineness of the parable. 

40. érav oy xtX.] The question 
is rhetorical; in Mk., Lk. the Lord 
answers it Himself, but Mt. repre- 
sents the audience as answering, 
and thus pronouncing their own 
condemnation. 

41. kaxovs xTA.] Lit. ‘because 
they are bad, he will badly destroy 
The assonance (not in Mk., 
Lk.) is an expedient of literary Gk. ; 
ef. Wisd. vi. 6 duvarol 8 Suvards éra- 
cOyocovrat, Dem. De Cor. 267, Soph. 
Phil. 1369; but it was perpetuated 
in popular language (Moulton, Eaxpos., 
May 1909, 477). Wellhausen thinks 
that the original was 1 WA, ‘very 
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3 / 
€KOWOETAL 
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addows ryewpyors, olTives 


ATrOOWTOVCLV avT@ TOUS KapTrovs év TOLS ee auTov. 


éver aurots 0 Veees 


Oddérote avéyvwte ev tats ypapats 42 


A{@oN ON ATTEAOK{MacaN Of OlKOAOMOYNTEC 
OYTOC éreNHOH elc KeEdadHN rwNfac’ 


badly’; this occurs in the %, where, 
however, it may be only an attempt 
to reproduce the sound of the Gk. 
(Burkitt, Ev. da Meph. ii. 123). 
droheres need not be an ex eventu 
reference to the fall of Jerusalem ; 
the destruction of the sinful nation 
was the constant burden of the 
prophets. éxddcerau (for Swcerar 
Mk., Lk.) continues the e£édero of 
. 33. The last sentence, oiTuves 
‘xtX,, is added by Mt. only (cf. Ps. i. 
3); Mk. Lk. stopping at adAous, 
imply that others will be given the 
opportunity forfeited by the first 
tenants; Mt., with the Christian 
Church in his mind, goes further in 
stating that they will prove worthy 
of it. The audience might recall 
such passages as Jer. ili. 15, xxiii. 
1-4, which speak of the rejection 
of Israel’s religious leaders in favour 
of others. This is the main point 
to which the parable has led; cf. ». 
31, xxii. 8-10. But it was natural 
for patr. writers to apply it to the 
apostles; it can further illustrate 
the duties of the Church’s leaders 
in all times, and also the succession 
by Gentiles to the privileges forfeited 
by the Jews; see Swete. 
42. ovderore kTA.] See on xii. 3. 
“ai ypadai, always plur. in Mt., are 
the contents of the O.T. canon. Mk.; 
ovde THY ypaphy tattnv avéyvuTe, 
‘have ye not read even this (well- 
known) passage of Scripture?’ . The 
quotation is from Ps. exvii. [exviti.] 
’ 22 f.; the Hosanna verse (v. 9 above) 
follows almost immediately, and the 
whole passage must have been well 
known. The yewpyot. now become 


oixodonmovrres; cf. the change of 
metaphor in 1 Cor. iii. 9. In the 
Psalm it is Zion, 7.e. Israel, that was 
despised and well-nigh destroyed by 
the world powers; but its glories 
had been restored by the Maccabean 
victories; see Briggs ad loc. If the 
quotation is by Jesus Himself, it is 
an explanation of v. 41, and leads 
directly to v. 43: the pious members 
of the Jewish race oppressed and 
misused by their religious leaders 
will be advanced to honour. If it 
was added by Christian teachers, the 
‘Stone’ is Jesus the Messiah. The 
words are applied to the Messiah in 
the Targ., and the use of ‘Stone’ as 
referring to the Messiah is found 
among the Jews as early as Justin 
(Dial, xxxiv., xxxvi.); see Rend. 
Harris, Expos., Nov. 1906, 407 f.; 
ef. also Targ. Is, xxviii. 16, Sanh. 38 a 
(quoted by Sanday and Head]. on 
Rom. ix. 33) In the N.T. the 
passage from the Ps. is referred to in 
Ac. iv. 11, the similar metaph. in 
Is, xxviii, 16 in Eph. ii. 20, and the 
latter is combined with Is. viii, 14 
in Rom. ix. 33; all the three O.T. 
passages are combined in 1 Pet. ii. 
6 ff. (see Hort). 

AiBov dv KrtXr.] The LXX. is a 


literal rendering of the MT. For the 


ace. by attraction A/Oov dv see Blass, 
§ 50. 3. darodoxiua(erv (for DNID) is 
‘to reject after trial, a thought 
absent from the Heb. verb, but 
appropriate in the present case; Ac. 
iv. 11 has €€ovevnpévos, more usual 
in the Lxx. for DND. Kedadyy 
yovias (=73B WN, not elsewhere 
in the O.T.) is probably ‘the furthest 
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A a / 24? Canal 9 (2 , 
43 51a ToUTO Aéyw wtpiv Str apOnoerar ad vpav 7 Pacirera 
na a a \ \ STON 
Tov Oeod Kal SoOncetar Over TrovodvT’ TOvS KapTroUS avTHS. 


n oe ° 
44 Kal 6 mecwv émlt tov AiGov todTov cuvOXacOnoeTaL 


extremity (not ‘the top’) of the 
corner,’ a poetical equivalent for 35. 
In Zech. iv. 7 NWNIN JANT perhaps 
has the same meaning, as also axpo- 
yoviaios (=3B Is. xxviii, 16, and 
Sym. in Ps. lc.) A corner stone is 
more important than any other stone 
in the foundation, since it bears a 
greater weight. 

rapa Kupiov xrA.] The remainder 
is omitted by Lk. probably for 
brevity, as being less essential for 
the illustration of the parable. “On 
mapa see xviii. 19. atry (=NNt, 
which does the work of a neut., cf. 
Jud. xix. 30) is the fact that the 
rejected stone is restored to honour. 

43. dua tovro KTA.] Because the 
husbandmen must be punished—a 
truth supported by Scripture—there- 
fore, etc. The vineyard, which is 
the community of Israel, is the 
‘Kingdom of God’ rod Qeov and 
not Tov otpavov is used (see on v. 
31, xii. 28, xix. 24) because the 
meaning is different from that of 
‘Kingdom of Heaven. The verse, 
added by Mt. only, gives a correct 
explanation of the parable. The 
éOvos is the Israel of. the future, 
advanced to honour by the death of 
the Son. They are the new body of 
husbandmen, and at the same time 
the vineyard which yields fruit. 
For tr. kaprovs attod of v. 34 is 
substituted 7. x. avrns, referring to 
the Bactr<«/a. 

The genuineness of the parable is 
often denied, on the ground that it 
reflects developed Christian thought. 
But, as the notes have shewn, it con- 


ef’ 


tains nothing distinctively Christian. 
That it is to some extent an allegory 
causes no difficulty (see Prelim. n. on 
ch. xiii). The Lord knew that He 
was the Son, sent to die for His 
nation; not for all its members, 
since some refused to repent, but 
‘for many’ (Mk. x. 45). He was 
confident that His death, at the 
hands of the Jewish leaders, would 
bring about the consummation that 
was soon to come, when there would 
emerge an ideal Israel, a purified 
nation, such as the prophets of old 
had longed for. In the parable, 
accordingly, the murder of the Son 
results. in the downfall of the 
husbandmen, and the advancement 
of others who will duly render the 
fruits of the vineyard. In point of 
fact, the ‘nation’ who were advanced 
to honour proved to be the Christian 
Church. That was the divine trans- 
lation in history of the Lorda’s expecta- 
tions expressed in Jewish form. But 
it is noteworthy that the evangelists 
did not allow their knowledge of this’ 
to colour their record of the parable. 
(See Burkitt, Third Internat. Congr. 
for Hist. Rel. ii. 321-8.) 

44. kal 6 meodv KTA.] Lk. was 
6 m. and éxeivoyv for tovrov. To 
stumble at the stone (cf. Is. viii. 14 
=Rom. ix. 32 f.) would involve 
spiritual injury, but to be punished 
by it would be something far more 
terrible. For ovv@Aav of divine 
punishment cf. Ps. xvii. [Ixviii] 22, 
cix, [ex.] 5 f. Ackuav-in its lit. 
meaning ‘to winnow’ (Is. xvii. 13, 
Ruth iii, 2) is unsuitable to the 
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ov 8 adv wécn AtKpyoer adrov. 


of apyvepeis Kal of 
éyvooay Ort 
Kpatnoat époBnOncav 


metaphor ; but it seems to have the 
more general force of ‘break into 
small pieces, Vulg. conteret, com- 
minuet (Lk.); cf. €eAixunoev Judith 
ii. 27. Deissmann, Bible St. 225 f., 
gives an instance from a papyrus. It 
is used of divine punishment in Jer. 
pera e ON [li | 32. Nz xx 23) 26: 
The verse is probably a gloss) Allen 
thinks it was inserted in Mt. and 
transferred to Lk., or inserted in both 
by the glossator. But its omission 
in Mt. by D 33 & nonn Ssin, but by 
no MSS. in LK., suggests rather its 
transference from Lk. to some early 
MSS. of Mt. Allen also suggests 
that a copyist, led by Ove (v. 43) 
to think of Dan. ii. 44 (Theod.), kat 
9 Bacireia aidtotd Aad ErEpw odx 
trodepOjoerat, built up the gloss 
from the following clause, Aerruve? 
Kal. Aukpnoes Tacas Tas Bacrdelas, 
together with the thought of Is. viii. 
14 f. 

45. axovoavtes xtX.] Mk. does 
not name the Lord’s opponents ; Mt., 
Lk. remind the reader who they 
were (see v. 23, Lk. xx. 1), but Mt. 
writes ‘the Pharisees’ for ‘the elders 
of the people,’ and Lk. omits ‘the 
elders.’ 
(Mk. Lk. tv mapaBodny) refers to 


the series of three which Mt. places . 


together. éyvwoav xrA.: Mk. ‘and 
they sought to arrest Him, and 
feared the people, for they knew, 
ete.’ (similarly Lk.), where éyvwoay 
yép probably gives the reason, not 
for their fear, but for é(jTovv avrov 
kpatnoat, Mt. rearranges the clauses, 
and supplies a reason for their fear. 

érei k7A.] The enthusiasm kindled 


both by Jesus and the Baptist (v. 26, 


PDapicaior 
Tepl avTav éyeu: 


The plur. 7. zapaPodds- 
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Tovs dyxAous, émel eis mpodyrny 


Xiv. 5) as prophets was a new element 
in Jewish life, from which the con- 
servatism of the religious leaders 
shrank, because it endangered their 
vested interests. The people were 
well able to distinguish a real 
prophet both from the apocalyptists 
and from the Scribes. For the 
Hebraic eis rpo. cf. 1 Regn. i. 13, 
Job xli. 23 [24]; see v. 26 above. 

Mk. adds kat adéevres adrov 
arn AOov, which Lk. omits, and Mt. 
postpones to xxii. 22, because he 
here adds another parable conveying 
the same lesson. 


xxii. I-10. (Cf. Lk. xiv. 16-24.) 
PARABLE OF THE WEDDING FRAsT. 


In spite of the differences between 
this parable and that in Lk. le, 
there is a close similarity of thought 
and purpose. In each case the guests 
having rejected the invitation, others 
of a lower grade of society are in- 
vited instead of them. The Lucan 
parable is recorded to have been 
uttered when the Lord was at a 
meal in a Pharisee’s house. He had 
said (v, 13 f.) that to invite the poor, 
maimed, blind, and lame, who could 
not offer an invitation in return, 
would be rewarded in the resurrec- 
tion of the righteous. One of His 
fellow-guests understood Him to refer 
to the-feast in the Kingdom of God 
(v. 15); and the parable is given as 
His reply. These two thoughts—the 
feast, and the invitation of the poor— 
seem to have led Lk. to place it at 
this point. But the summons to the 
poor, because the first invited guests 
were not worthy, is a thought entirely 
different from that of the advice in 
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Kat amoxpibels 0 “Inoots mad eimev: 
2é€v TapaPoAais avtois eyou 


‘OpoodOn a) Bacthela ‘TOV 


ovpavay and ponp Baounel,, boTLS erroinaey yapmous TO Vio 


3 avuTov. 


v. 13. Tf, as is probable, the two 
parables are a doublet from one 
original, Mt. has placed his in the 
more appropriate position, the teach- 
ing being similar to that in xxi. 31 
and 41, but Lk. has preserved the 
more original form. Mt. has changed 
‘a certain man’ into ‘a certain king,’ 
‘a great supper’ into ‘a wedding 
feast for his son,’ ‘a slave’ into 
‘slaves’; he omits the excuses, and 
a later hand has added the acts of 
violence to the slaves, the destruction 
of the murderers and the burning of 
their city. (See notes.) 

Ih Kel droKpubeis KTA.] See xi, 
25. The plur. év rapaPodais can 
have its natural force if Mt. origin- 
ally gave two parables (see on vv. 
II-I4). 

2. w.01d0n krr.] On the formula, 
and the comparison of the Kingdom 
with a man, see xiii. 24 ; on dvOpdr@ 
Baovre? see xi. 19, xiii, 28. Lk. 
has dv@pwirds tus; Mt. makes more 
explicit the reference to God. See on 
Xvili. 23. For doris = ds ef. ii. 6. In 
Lk. the detrvov péya is the Messianic 
banquet in the coming Kingdom 
(cf. Mt. viii. 11); in Mt. the wedding- 
feast of the King’s son is a Christian 


‘symbol of the joy of the union of 


Christ and His Church (Apoc. xix. 
We ORE DAN VE Oily LYVO s6ee 
2, 9), but it is doubtful if Jewish 
writers ever thought of the Messianic 
banquet as a weddeng-feast; see 
Volz, Jtid. Esch. 331. The plur. 
ydpor, nuptiae (v. 9, xxv. 10, Lk. 
xii, 36, xiv. 8), which alternates with 
the sing. in vv. 8, 11 f, belongs to 
later Gk.; both occur in the Lxx. 


Kal améctetkev tors SovXOUS avTOD Kadéecal 
4KeKAnmévous els Tovs yduous, Kal ovK HOEdov éEdOEty. 


TOUS 
TAN 


3. kal dmerrerAev KTXr.] Kad. 7. 
KekAnpevous seems to imply (as Lk. 
also) that the guests had been in- 
vited previously, the announcement 
now being that the feast was ready. 
It is idle to discuss whether this 
was a Jewish custom. It is required 
by the parable, as also that the feast 
remained ready and untouched dur- 
ing the mission of the other servants, 
the continued refusal, and the gather- 
ing of guests from the roads. The 
nation had received their summons 
from the prophets of old, and they 
now learnt from the Baptist, the 
disciples, and Jesus Himself, that the 
great moment had arrived. Their 
preaching is represented in Lk. as 
the work of a single servant; Mt. 
expresses the parable’s meaning 
more clearly by the plural, perhaps 
influenced by Prov. ix. 1-6 (v. 3 
amérrethev tovs éavtns Sodtdovs), 
which may have suggested to Jesus 
the symbolism of the parable. 

4. waAw xtX.] The second mission 
recalls xxi. 36; Lk. has no parallel 
to it. It expresses only the urgency 
of the call. 1d dpurrov KTA.: cf. Aboth 
iil. 25 ‘Everything is prepared for 
the banquet’ (see Taylor). The rare 
word outioTés is used by Sym. in 
ne xxi. [xxii] 13, Jer. xxvi. [xlvi.] 

, Jos, Ant. VIIL. i. 4; ourTevTos 
(et Lk. xv. 23, 27, 30) is commoner. 
dpurtov passed into late Heb.; in 
the parable it is an early meal, since 
the remaining events belong to the 
same day; that Mt. preferred it for 
this reason to Lk.’s defrvoy (Zahn) 
is doubtful. With the call Setre 
KG Cf cA poey XExXe oie], 
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5. of 6€ xtA.] For dpedeiv, else- 
where always ¢. gen., cf. Heb. ii. 3, Jer. 
iv. 17. dypds and éumropia (amragé 
Aey. in the N.T.) correspond with the 
’ purchase of a field and of live stock 
in Lk., but his yuvatka é€ynpa has 
no parallel in Mt. idcov has lost its 
strict force, and is equivalent to the 
following’ avrod; see Blass, § 48. 8, 
Deissmann, Bibl. St. 123. 

6,7. ot dé Aowroi KTA.] These verses 
refer to the persecution of Christian 
apostles and preachers, and the sack 
of Jerusalem by the Roman armies, 
who, as God’s instrument of punish- 
‘ ment, are ‘His armies.” But with 
the exception of the Baptist no one 
who proclaimed that the Kingdom 
was at hand had been put to death 
when the Lord spoke, and Jerusalem 
had not yet been burnt. Even if 
- these could be regarded as predictions, 
the verses fit awkwardly with the 
rest of the parable, and must be a 
later addition, for ds pev . . . ds 8€ 
(v. 5) embrace all the invited guests, 
so that of dé Aourot is unexpected ; 
ovk Hoav avo. seems a very in- 
adequate description of the murderers 
of the servants; and the dovAci of 
v. 8 ff. are evidently the same as 


those of v. 3f, not Christians who 


preached to Gentiles after the fall 
of Jerusalem (Zahn). The violence 
to the servants, and the punishment, 


are an echo of xxi. 35 f., 41, but 
with the addition of the explicit 
reference to the burning of the city. 
Harnack (Sayings, 121 ff.) suggests 
that the verses are the remnant of a 
complete parable, which Lk. has 
combined in another form with that 
of the Pounds (ie. Lk. xix. 12, 14, 
15 a, 27); but-except that a king 
executed punishment, Mt. and Lk. 
have not a single detail in common ; 
see ON XXV. 14-30. 

9. mopevterGe xTA.] Mt. has re- 
lated a double mission to the invited 
guests; Lk. now relates a double 
mission, (1) in the squares and 
streets of the city to the poor, the 
maimed ete, whom the wealthier 
citizens, who were first invited, 
despised and avoided; these would 
correspond with the teA@vas and 
mopvas of Mt. xxi. 31; (2) out 
among the country roads and hedges ; 
‘to the Jew first, and also to the 
Gentile’ If this is Lk.’s meaning, 
Mt. is truer to the original; the 
Si€E0dou 7. Odav (Vulg. exttus viarum) 
are the ‘ends of the roads, ze. 
central spots whence the high roads 
or streets diverge, where the poor 
might be found collected. In v. 10 
the servants go simply eis r. ddovs. 
dve€o8ou (Herod., al.) is frequent in 
Num., Josh: for Mixnyin. And see 
Moulton, Expos., Dec. 1908, 565. 
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10. cuvyyayov KTA.] Allen sug- 
gests that the verb represents the 
Aram. DJ3, Pael ‘to gather,’ Aphel 
‘to bring in,’ ‘invite.’ Since the 
parable teaches simply that unworthy 
guests are rejected in favour of others, 
Tovnpovs te kal dyaOovs introduces 
a different thought (cf. xiii. 47 f.), and 
is probably a gloss introduced in view 
of vv. 11-13; this use of te kal is 
unique in Mt. On vupduy see ix. 15. 


11-14. (Mt. only.) PARABLE oF 
THE WEDDING GARMENT. 

This appears to be a portion of a 
parable of which the opening is lost. 
The people collected indiscriminately 
from the roads, without previous 
notice, could not come in festal array. 
The conjecture that it was a Jewish 
custom in the time of Jesus for a 
host to supply his guests with 
garments is based solely on the 
parable. The lost opening must 
have related that a king issued 
invitations to a feast; it need not 
have occupied more than a single 
verse (as eg. Dk. xiv. 16). The 
teaching is similar to that of the 
‘Tares’ (xiii, 24-30; see n. after 
v. 43) and the ‘Net’ (xiii. 47-50). 
_ At the Advent of the King it will 
be found that men of different kinds 
have received the invitation, and 
some will be found unworthy. There 
is nothing which necessitates the 


thought of good and bad men within - 


the Christean community. 


It. eioeAOwv KTr.] Oedoacbar 


Kat Dever 


5 a / 
eirrev ois SvaKovots 


strikes the keynote at once; at God’s 
Advent He will inspect those to 
whom the message of the Kingdom 
has been preached, to determine who 
are worthy. The one defaulter 
represents all who are unworthy. 


—évOupa ydpov (cf. yayuKn XAavis 


Aristoph. Av. 1693) symbolizes every- 
thing that renders men fitted for 
a share in the joys of the Kingdom 
(cf. iii. 8, v. 20). It naturally lends 
itself to the Christian thought 
Xpurrov évedicacGe ; ‘ vestem super- 
coelestis hominis’ (Jer.); see Tert. 
Scorp. 6, Hil. in Mat. ad loc., who 
refer to Baptism. évdvya is confined 
to Mt. (7) in the N.T. except Lk. xii. 
23. 

12. éraipektA.] Cf. xx. 13, xxvi. 
50. The condescension, which seems 
to assume that the man probably has 
a good excuse, heightens the sternness 
which follows. pa) éxwy regards 
the fact odk évdeSupevov from the 
king’s point of view; see Moulton, 
i. 231 f. qtpodv, lit. ‘to muzzle,’ 
or ‘gag’ (cf..1 Cor. ix.9=1 ‘Tim. 
v. 18 [Lxx.]), is used metaph. in late 
writers; cf. v. 34, Mk. i. 25, iv. 39, 
1 Pet. ii. 15, Prov. xxvi. 10 (Theod.), 
pysav appova pipol xoAovs. 

13. TOTe KTA.] The didxovor are 
a necessary feature of the parable, as 
the means of the offender’s ejection, 
but perhaps they symbolize the angels 
in their functions at the last day 
(cf. xiii. 39, 41, 49, xxiv. 31). The 
parable passes into the reality ; the 
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speaker being now the divine King. 
It cannot be maintained that Jesus 


mopevdévtes ok 


Himself could not so have spoken; 


but since the punishment, apart from 
the binding of the feet and hands, 
is described in the same terms as in 
Vill. 12, xxv. 30, the verse, in its 
present form, is probably due to the 
evangelist. It may be intiuenced 
by Enoch x. 4, Sjoov tov “Afanra 
mooty kal xepriv, kat Bare avrov eis 
7) oxoTos. Wellhausen refers to an 

Arab custom of binding the feet of 
a guest rejected from the court. For 
‘feet and hands’ cf. Jo. xi, 44, Ac. 
xxi. 11, The reading of D © 
apate is apparently ‘followed by 
$ sin.cur ‘take hold of him’; but 
see Burkitt, Hv. da Meph. ii. 124 f. 

A Rabb. parable is attributed 
(Shabb. 153 a) to Johanan b, Zakkai 
(c. A.D. 100), and another version 
(Midr. Koh. ix. 8) to R. Judah ha- 
Nasi (¢. A.D. 170), which are similar 
in thought to the parable of the 
Wedding Garment. See Wiinsche, 
Neue Beitr. 252 f. Mt.’s parable, 
- in its original form, was current in 
Jewish-Christian circles, and was 
possibly employed by Jews without 
knowledge of its origin. 


14. woAXoi xrA.] In the O.T. 
éxXexros (VN ; see on iii. 17) is used, 
in the sing. or plur., of the nation 
of Israel; but the failure of the 
nation to fulfil its destiny led to the 
use of the term, in later Jewish 
writings, for the ‘righteous,’ in con- 
trast with the rest of the nation ; 
ef. Wisd. iii. 9 (|| of aemoOores 


and of muro), iv. 15 (|| dovor), 


ienoch ia f,<v. 7 £, xxvi-5.° In 
Apoc. Abr. 29 a definite number of 


Tool yap eiow KANTOL OréiyoL Se éxAEKTOL. 14 
Papicaior 


ovpBovrtov édaBov 15. 
them is given; cf. Apoc. Bar. xxx. 
2, Ixxv. 5. See Volz, Jiid. Esch. 
315 f., and the passages quoted by 
Allen. If then, in Jewish thought, 
the ‘elect’ are the righteous or pious, 
the word involves not only divine 
predetermination but also human 
responsibility (see on xviii. 7); they 
are KAnTol kal ékAeKTol Kal mioToé 
(Apoe. xvii, 14). éxAexrod occurs in 
Lk. xviii. 7, and in the eschatological 
discourse (Mt. xxiv. 22, 24, 31, and 
Mk.). There is no reason to think 
that Jesus employed it in any other 
than the Jewish sense. Many Jews 
had received the call, but few had 
become ‘elect’ by accepting it. If 
it was a current saying, ydép may 
mean ‘for the saying is true, Many 
etc” In Ep. Barn. iv. 14 it is in- 
troduced by ws yéypamra:, according 
to J. Weiss not a reference to the 
Gospel, but to the same source from 
which the Lord drew it: cf. 4 Esd. 
vill. 3 ‘Many were created, but few 
shall be saved,’ ix. 15-‘More are 
they that perish than those who 
shall be saved.’ 8. Paul, treating 
of the Church as an ideal, identifies 


‘the ‘called’ and the ‘elect,’ but, 


Jesus speaks of facts as they were. 
The saying, however, though doubt- 
less genuine, may not be in its 
original position; neither of the 
foregoing parables contains the 
thought that the ‘elect’ are a small 
minority. It is inserted, still less. 
appropriately, in several authorities 
after xx. 16. 

15-22. (Mk. xii. 13-17, Lk. xx. 
20-26.) THE QUESTION ABOUT THE 
Capitation Tax. 

15: tore xTAX.] In Mk., Lk. the 
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emissaries are sent by all the 
members of the Sanhedrin to whom 
the parable had been addressed, in 
Mt. by the Pharisees only, the 
priestly party appearing later, as 
the Sadducees (v. 23). Their con- 
sultation is expanded from Mk.’s 
iva atrsv dypetowow Adyp. On 
mopevOevtes see ix. 13 a, and on 
ovpB. éXaBov xii. 14. For rayi- 
deverv, ‘to catch in a trap’ (rayis), 
used metaph. see 1 Regn. xxviii. 9, 
Kecl. ix. 12, Test. Joseph vil. 1, 
mepicBAerero Toiw TpdmM pE Tayt- 
Setoar. Cf. mayidevpu Ag. Eccl. 
vii. 27 [26], Lxx. Ojpevpa (cf. Lk. 
xi. 54). ev Adyw (Mk. Ady) is 
either ‘conversation, or better ‘by 
a remark (of His). The cleansing 
of the temple had been a revolution- 
ary act against the religious author- 
ities; they now hoped to extort a 
révolutionary pronouncement against 
the civil authorities. Lk. expresses 
this: dore mrapadotvar avrév TH 
apxn Kal tH eLovoig Tov Hyepdvos. 

16, Kat amooréAXovow KTA.] 
For “disciples of the Pharisees’ cf. 
Mk. ii. 18. In Mk. the Sanhedrin 
send ‘certain of the Pharisees.’ 
The ‘Herodians’ associated with 
them are probably not Herod’s 
soldiers but his political partisans. 
The termination -vavds, of Lat. 
origin (cf. Caesariant), came to be 
employed to form names of sects, and 
the word, like Xpurtvavot or Xpyor- 
(Ac. xi. 26), may have been a 
nickname used by opponents ; ‘ quos 
illudentes Pharisaei . . . Herodianos 
vocabant’ (Jer.). Jos. BJ. I. xvi. 6 
has “Hpwdéetos. They are mentioned 
elsewhere in Mk. iii. 6 only, as com- 


id \ 
peer wou Tepl ovdevos, ov yap 


bining with the Pharisees against 
Jesus in Galilee; and see on Mt. 
xvi.6. Thesame party had probably 
come up for the feast, perhaps in 
company with Herod. Since he 
was appointed by Rome, and super- 
intended, among other things, the 
payment of taxes, the Herodians: 
would support the payment, while 
the patriotic Pharisees hated it. 
They now asked Jesus His opinion 
on the burning question which 
divided them. If He pronounced 
in favour’ of the tax, He would make 
Himself unpopular with the people ; 
if against it, which was what they 
desired, they would have a ground of 
accusation against Him. 

diddoKare xrr.] See on vii. 21. 
Mt., placing in pairs the positives 
and. the negatives, brings together 
the two statements about truth, 
which Mk. places first and last: the 
Lord’s character and teaching were 
alike true, and they no doubt knew 
it though they spoke ironically. 
a&XnOys (so Mk.) is characteristic of 
the 4th Gosp., but is not found else- 
where in the synn. Lk. 6p0ds 
Néyers Kal Suvddoxers. The 68ds 7. 
Oeot is ‘the manner of life required 
by God’; see on xxi. 32. Smith, 
JTHS., Jan. 1915, 242. 

kat ov pede kTA.] Of. Mk. iv. 
38, Lk. x. 40, Job xxii. 3. They 
knew also, though still speaking 
ironically, that He was fearlessly 
impartial, and would shew it in 
replying to their question. Bader. eis 
mpocwror, ‘to pay regard to appear- 
ance,’ to be biassed by a man’s wealth 
or position, is not found elsewhere ; 
but cf. 1 Regn. xvi. 7, d&vOpwios 
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OWeras eis mp. (ary AX). The 
usual expressions for partiality are 
DIB Wd (Lxx. ervyvovar, aideio Gan, 
aicxtver Oar mp.), and ” 5 NW) (LXx. 
Gavpatew [cf. Jude 16], AapPaverv, 
brortéAeo Oar mp.). Lk. here has 
ov AopPdvers wp. and in the N.T. 
(not LXx.) occur mpoowroAnprretv 
(Jam. ii. 9), -rrns (Ac. x. 34), -Yia 
(Jam. li. 1, Rom. ii. 11). 

17. eirév KtA.] The first clause 
is added by Mt.; on ti cou doxet 
see xvll. 25. Their question reflects 
their usual plane of thought: ¢£errvv, 
is it warranted by anything in the 
Law or the Scribal tradition ? (cf. xii. 
Ze eeiOul on xv. 4.) X1X.03, XXVil. ©): 
It was because the Lord spoke from 
a different plane that His answer, as 
on other occasions, was so impreg- 
nable. x«jvoos (so Mk.; Lk. pdpos), 
a latinism,=census, which passed 
also into Aram. ag NDJP, was a 
capitation-tax; D (Mk.) émixepd- 
Aaov, k capitularium, S (Mt, 
Mk.) ‘head-money. Besides the 
indirect taxation involved in the 
customs (TéAn, cf. xvii. 25), two 
direct taxes were levied in the pro- 
vinces (of which Judaea was now 
one), the tributwm soli or agri, and 
the tributum capitis, the former 
assessed by valuation, the latter equal 
for all males over 14 and females 
over 12, up to the age of 65. For 
the latter tax, which was paid direct 
into the imperial exchequer, silver 
denarta were struck, with the figure 
of Caesar and a superscription, eg. 


TIBEPIOY KAIZAPOZ. Apart 
from their hatred of the foreign 
domination, the figure was deeply 
offensive to the Jews as savouring of 
idolatry. See Schiirer, HJP. 1. ii. 
77, 109 ff., HDB. ‘Money’ iii. 428, 
and photograph no. 13 before p. 425. 

18, yvots 6€ xkTX.] Mk. 6 8 
eidas (2 dav) avTav THY trékpiow, 
Lk. katavonoas 8€ abrov tiv Trav- 
oupyiay describe the penetration with 
which He perceived their cunning at 
the moment. Mt. reflects on their 
character as a body: ‘recognizing 
their (habitual) wickedness,’ 2. re- 
cognizing that this was an instance 
of it. tmoxpitaé (see on vi. 2). is 
added after Mk.’s ri pe rreipdere ; 

19. TO vopucpa KTA.] Mk, Lk. 
Syvapiov. The ‘coin of the tax* 
being required only at the periods 
when the tax was due, neither the Lord, 
nor perhaps any of the audience, had 
one at hand. If so, the delay would 
heighten the interest and increase 
the number of the bystanders. For 
vopurpa (a drag ey. in the N.T.) 
cf. 1 Mac xv. 6 and a wl. Neh. 
vil. 71. Sym. uses it for a small 
coin, gerah (Num. iii. 47), k’sitah 
(Job xlii. 11). In 2 Esd. viii. 36 
it means ‘a decree.’ 

20. tivos xKTtA.] The fourth 
question that the Lord put to His 
opponents (see xxl. 25, 31, 40); in 
every case, according to Mt., their 
answer was turned against them. 

21. awddote kTA.] The questioners 
had said dodvas (v. 17), a8 though of 
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23 Aeyorres] NBD al & ff [negantes] & sin.cur.pesh [‘and they say to him’]; 
pr o SSE al & vet.vg S hel.pal me sah arm 


a gift which might be withheld ; the 
Lord replies with dadéore, the pay- 
ment of a rightful due. With their 
nationalist notions of a political 
theocracy they thought that Caesar’s 
government and God’s were incom- 
patible ; see the words of Judas the 
Gaulonite (Jos. Ant. xviil. i. 1), and 
Eleazar (BJ. vit. viii. 6). The answer 
of Jesus shewed that it was not so. 
That which is stamped with a man’s 
image is his property ; Caesar’s coins 
were therefore his, and must obviously 
be rendered to him; but that did 
not prevent God’s property from 
being rendered to Him. tad Tov 
Qeod would suggest to the audience 
sacrifices (cf. Heb. v. 1, Ta mpds Tov 
Gedv) and other dues. But it is 
possible that the thought of eixdy 
also underlay the words: man was 
made kat etxdva Oeov (Gen. i. 27), 
so that ra Tov Geod embrace a man’s 
whole being and life, including his 
civil duties. Though the spiritual 
was of greater importance than the 
temporal, which was so soon to come 
to an end, yet the two cannot clash 
in so far as the greater includes the 
less. If this reads more into the 
words than was intended, yet they 


formed the basis of the attitude of 


S. Paul and S. Peter: submission to 
civil government must be rendered 
‘for conscience’ sake,’ and ‘for the 
Lord’s sake’ (Rom. xiii. 1-7, I Pet. 
ii. 13-17) ; see Sand. Headl. Romans, 
369-72. 


22. kal dxovoavtes KTA.] They 


must have been astonished (Mk. 
e€ePatpafov) not only at His alert- 
ness, but also, like the common 
people (v. 33, vii. 28 f.), at His aloof- 
ness from their plane of thought. 
Lk. adds éofynoav., In Mt. their 
departure (see on xxi. 46) makes 
way for the Sadducees who now 
approach. 


23-33. (Mk. xii, 18-27, Lk. xx. 
27-40.) THE QUESTION ABOUT THE 
RESURRECTION. 


23. €v éxeivy kTX.] The note of 
time is given by Mt. only; but 
though the conversation, unlike the 
foregoing, is ‘a theological debate of 
the most objective kind’ (J. Weiss), 
there is no reason why it should not 
have been held on the same day: 
The Sadducees (see Add. n. after v. 
33) already mentioned five times in 
Mt. (iil, 7, xvi.-1, 6, 11 f.), appear 
for the first time in Mk., Lk. The 


_ reading Aéyovtes, in the best MSS., 


represents the denial of the Resur- 
rection as forming the beginning of 
their conversation with Jesus; but 
Mk. ofrives Aéyovow, and Lk. of 
Aéyovres, shew that oi, omitted 
accidentally after Zaddovkaio, is 
rightly restored in the lesser uncials, 
On the growth of the doctrine of a 
general Resurrection see Volz, Jid. 

Esch. 127 ff. 

24. SWdokade krr.] See vii. 21. 
They employ a paraphrase, differing 
in each of the synn., of Dt. xxv. 5, 
where the provision of the Levirate 
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marriage is only for two brothers 
living on the same estate; and in 
the Heb. it is valid when the deceased 
brother leaves no male issue (]3), but 
the Lxx. has orépya; cf. Jos. Ant. 
Iv. viii. 23 (drexvos). See Driver, 
Deut. ad loc. ‘The clause dvarrijces 
xTA, is drawn from Gen. xxxviii. 8, 
which relates an instance of the 
practice; and Mt.’s eriyapBpeices, 
a technical term (=03°) for which 
Mk., Lk. have Ad@y (as in LXxx. 
Deut. lc. Axjierar), is derived from 
the same passage. Aq. uses the verb 
in Deut. l.c.; in the Lxx. it stands 
elsewhere for JANN, without the 
Levirate meaning. 

25. yoav 6€ krA.] In Mk, Lk. 
a hypothetical case is put; Mt.’s 
addition zap’ xiv represents it as 
an actual recent occurrence. It is 
probable that the Levirate custom 
was exceptional in the time of Jesus, 
though it was theoretically upheld 
in late Rabbinic law. The ceremony 
of myn (‘shoe-loosing,’ Deut. xxv. 
9) practically replaced it. For the 
Attic yijpas cf. Lk. xiv. 20, 1 Cor. 
Vii. 28 ; D al have the later yapnoas. 

kat pi éXov KTA.] An expansion 
of Mk.’ 8 Kal droOvncKwY ovK adjKev 
or épp.0, transferring the verb so as 
' to give it & more ordinary meaning. 

26. dpoiws kTr.] Mt. avoids Mk.’s 
redundant repetition of the points 
in the case. 

28. év TH dvacrdoes xTA.] The 
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question ridicules the idea of a future 
life, as materialistically understood 
by many of the Jews; ‘the second 
life only the first renewed’; see 
Enoch x. 17, and a passage from 
Sohar quoted by Swete. The official 
doctrine of later Rabbis, however, 
was more spiritual; see Berak. 17 a, 
quoted by Montefiore on Mk. xii. 18. 
As before, the questioners’ thoughts 
were on a different plane from the 
Lord’s, and He evaded the dilemma 
by rising above it. avdoracus is the 
state of existence consequent upon 
rising ; cf. ev T7 waAuvyeveria (xix, 28). 
29. wrAavarGe ktA.] Mk. od dua 
Touro 7X., explaining more distinctly 
that ignorance was the cause of their 
mistake. In this, the priestly élites 
were like the priests of old (Hos. iv. 
6, Jer. xiv. 18, Mal. ii. 1-8). They 
were ignorant not only of the true 
meaning of God’s word (v. 31), but 
also of the true nature of His power 
over human destiny (@s Boe Gis 
1 Cor. xv; 33 f., pay wrAavacbe .. . 
ayveriav yap ies Ties EXOT LW. 
‘The Power of God’ is a periphrasis 
for the divine name in Lk, xxii. 69 
(‘the Power’ Mt. xxvi. 64, Mk.), 
and ‘Power’ is sometimes an effluence 
or emanation from God (Ac. Vill. 10; 
of. luk. 1. 35, v- 17, xxiv. 49)3 but 
here it is simply ‘what God can do’; 
cf, 76 Suvardy adrov (Rom. ix. 22). 
30. év ydp xtX.] Though reject- 
ing the materialistic conception of 
Y 
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the Resurrection, they knew no 
other ; Jesus puts before them some- 
thing more spiritual. §S. Paul, con- 
fronted by the same materialism, 
summed up his answer in the far- 
reaching paradox ‘it is raised a 
spiritual body’ (1 Cor. xv. 35-44). 
For the late yupifew cf. xxiv. 38, 
Ek. xvii. 27, xx. 35, 1 Cor. vii. 38, 
exyapifev or yaploxew being a 
variant in every case. The addition 
of Oeod after adyyeAo. in NL was 
probably due to the uxx. (cf. Lk. xii. 
8 f., xv. 10, Jo. i. 51 [uxx.], Heb. 1. 
6 [Lxx.]). 

Lk. words the reply of Jesus very 
differently: ‘the sons of this age 
marry and are given in marriage 
(or ? beget and are begotten; see 
Burkitt, Lv. da Meph. ii. 299); but 
they that are counted worthy to 
obtain that age and the resurrection 
from the dead neither marry nor 
are given in marriage; nor can they 
die any more, for they are angelic 
(iodyyeAou), and are sons of God, 
being sons of the resurrection.’ Lk., 
or some source which. he employs, 
may have adopted an explanatory 
paraphrase heard from the lips of a 
Jewish-Christian preacher. It intro- 
duces the new thought that when 
there is no death, marriage for the 
propagation of the race will be un- 
necessary. 

31. mept d€ xTX.] On ovk av- 
éyvwre see xii. 3. The nature of 
resurrection has been declared; the 
fact is now proved from’ Scripture. 
S. Paul treats these in the converse 
order (1 Cor. xv. 1-34 and 35-57). 
For,7d pnOév see i. 22. That which 
was said (to Moses) was said to you 
(cf. xix. 8). Blass unnecessarily omits 
bpiv, with very slight authority. In 


Mk., the Lord refers to the section 
in Exodus, év 77 BiBAw Movoews 
ért tov Barov (see Swete); in Lk, 
Moses is made the speaker of the 
words, kal M. éunvycey ext rHs 


| Barov, ws Neyer KTA, 


32. éyd eis xtX.] From Exod. 
iii, 6. The repetition of eds in 
Exod. gives a sonorous solemnity ; 
but religious reflexion can find in 
it an emphasis on ‘the distinct 
relation in which God stands to 
each individual saint’ (Swete). The 
argument is this: God cannot be a 
God of those who are dead; but 
God said He was the God of the 
patriarchs; therefore, though they 
died long before, they were not 
dead. This presents two difficulties ; 
(1) It is an argumentum ad literam, 
which, though it would appeal to 
His hearers, is unlike the Lord’s 
usual methods of reference to the 
O.T. In Exod. the words mean 
that Yahweh is the God whom 
Moses’ facher and the patriarchs 
used to worship. The doctrine of 
the resurrection is made to stand 
on the use of the genitives with 
Oeds. A profound truth, however, 
is involved, and the possibility must 
be allowed that Jesus condescended 
to a rabbinic style of argument. 
(2) An existence of the personality 
after the death of the body, which 
the words support, is not equivalent 
to the resurrection of the body; the 
latter does not follow from the 
argument, unless the patriarchs were 
already ‘raised’ in the body when 
God spoke, for which there is no 
evidence elsewhere, Jewish or Chris- 
tian. The utmost that the argument 
yields is that they, and therefore 
other dead persons, not being really 
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dead are capable of resurrection. It 
is true that ‘the resurrection of the 
body follows, when it is understood 
that the body is a true part of 
human nature’ (Swete); but this 
corollary is not attributed to Jesus. 
It is not impossible that the mention 
of ‘the Scriptures’ (v. 29) led early 
preachers to supply a proof from 
the O.T, “ 

ovK é€otw «TA.] In Mk, and 
perhaps here, the true reading is 
ovk eat Oeds, ‘He is not a Ged 
of dead persons,’ or, less probably, 
‘there does not exist a God of dead 
persons. The former seems to be 
supported by Ssin.cur, ‘and lo the 
God not of the dead but of the 
living.’ Lk. places Oeds with emphasis 
at the beginning: ‘but God [1.¢. One 
who can bear that title] is not (a God) 


have assumed a similar ellipse of 
Geds before vexpv in Mt., Mk., 6 Oeds 
becoming the subject of eoru; later 
uncials went further and supplied 
the ellipse by a second @eds before 
vexpov. Lk. adds the reflexion 
mravres yap ato (Gow, life is not 
life except in relation to Him; cf. 
4 Mace. vii. 19, xvi. 25. Mk. adds 
ToAd rrAavac be, 

33. Kal dxovoavtes ktA.] Doubt- 
less a constant effect of the Lord’s 
teaching; cf. vii. 28, Mk. xi. 18. 
Mk. gives no conclusion to the 
incident ; Lk. frames one by adapt- 
ing Mk.’s beginning and ending 
of the following incident (which 
he gives elsewhere, x. 25-28), 16. 
the approval of certain of the 
Scribes, and ‘for they no longer 
dared to ask him anything’ (see 


of the dead.’ Copyists seemed to vv. 46 below). 


Additional Note on the Sadducees. 


The Sadducees were the ‘modernists’ of their day, and comparatively 
few in number. Connected with the best priestly families (Ac. v. 17, Jos. 
Ant. Xx. ix. 1), their aims were rather political than religious. They were 
aristocrats, who ‘ persuaded only the well-to-do, and had no following among 
the masses’ (Ant. x11. x. 6). Sympathizing with the Aufklérung brought 
about by contact with Greek thought and customs, they despised, as a class, 
the legalism of the patriotic Pharisees, and their ardent hopes of deliverance 
from foreign rule and of the glories of a future age, and hence lent no 
countenance to the scribal tradition, nor to the apocalyptic literature, which 
taught for the most part the continued life of the soul and future rewards 
and punishments. Though there is no contemporary evidence that they 
rejected any part of the O.T. canon (as stated, eg. by Origen on vv. 29, 31 f. 
of this chapter), yet they adhered mainly to the Pentateuchal law and to 
the early stages of Israelite thought. To the Jewish religious thought of 
their day, their attitude was one of contemptuous aloofness. Their denial, 
therefore, of a resurrection (see the dispute between Gamliel II. and some 


324 THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW [ XXII. 34 


ral jy \ 
34. Of 8 Papicaion axovoavtes dt epipwoey ToUs daéd- 
/ \ > ts Us 
35 Sovealovs auvnyOnoav él TO avTO. Kal éemnpwTnoey els 
> > lal \ Uf > / A } es x / » 7; 
36éF avTay vouskds Teipalwv avTov wWdoKare, Toia évTON) 


34 ere ro avro] unce [exc D] & ff! g*q vg S pesh.hel.pal me arm ; em’ avrov D 
Lbecefff2h Ssin.cur'aeth 35 vouskos] om 1 118 209 He S sin 


Sadducees in Sanh. 90 b, 91 a), and of the existence of angels and spirits 
(Ac. xxiii. 8; cf. Jos. Ant. xvim. i. 4, BJ. 11. viii. 14), were not the only, or 
perhaps even the principal, features of their ‘advanced’ views. See, ¢g., 
their assertion of man’s freedom of will, and denial of Fate and Providence 
(Jos. Ant. x11. v. 9, BJ. Lc.). 

Their name DadSovxaior is derived from Zadok (pi7¥), the double 6 
being due to the (perhaps more original) form 2aédovx, which occurs eleven 
times in Lxx® and occasionally in Lucan mss. Who this Zadok was sup- 
posed to be is uncertain, but he was probably the priest appointed by 
Solomon (1 Kings ii. 35), from whom the more important priests of the 
second temple traced their descent (Ez. xl 46 ete., 1 Chr. vi. 53 [38], ix. 11). 
Schiirer (HJP. 1. ii. 1-43) gives a useful account of both the Sadducees 


and the Pharisees. 
of a Zadokite Work, Introd. 


34-40. (Mk. xii. 28-34, Lk. x. 
25-28.) THE QUESTION ABOUT THE 
Great COMMANDMENT. 

34. of d€ Papicaios xrrA.] Mt. 
alone relates, as in v. 15, an action 
of the Pharisees as a party. Their 
delight at the discomfiture of the 
Sadducees draws them together (er? 
7O atro, cf. Lk. xvii. 35) in the 
crowd. The expression was possibly 
suggested by Ps. ii, 2, a point which 
is missed in the v.l. ér’ avrdév, though 
the thought of hostility is retained ; 
cf. Ac. iv. 26 f., where the words from 
the Ps. are followed by ovvjyO@noay 

. emt Tov aytov aida cov Inooty. 
On ¢dyoty see v. 12; Mt. perhaps 
uses it here contemptuously. Mk. 
KaAOs drekptOn adtrois. 

35. Kal ernpwornocev KTA.] On eis 
=Tls see Vili, 19. vopuKds, as a 
subst., is elsewhere confined to Lk., 
except Tit. ili. 13. Mk. has its 
equivalent ypaypareds (so S$ cur 
here); cf. vopodiuddoKados (Lk, v. 17, 
Ac. v. 34). It should perhaps be 
omitted. If it is genuine, Mt. must 


On a party of reformed Sadducees see Charles, Fragments 


have retained it from Q, but in 
xxiii. 2, 13 he prefers ypappateis 
where Lk. (xi. 46, 52) has vopexoé. 
On the Scribes see v. 20. The 
question propounded did not, like 
those in wv, 17, 28, offer a dilemma 
or a snare; in reipd(wy atrov Mt.’s 
anti-Pharisaic feeling shews itself. In 
Mk. the Scribe evinced no hostility ; 
he spoke with admiration, and was 
earnestly commended. Aug.: ‘tentans 
accesserit, domini tamen responsione 
correctus est’ (De Cons. Ev. ii. 141) 
does not meet the difficulty. Lk. has 
exrreipd(wv atrov A€éywv, but the two 
participles are awkward, and in 
several ass. the correction kal Aéywv 
was made. éxm. atrdév was probably 
a scribal addition to Lk. from Mt. 
36. duddoKare xTXr.] See on vii. 
21. Mk. mola éoriv évt. mpéry 
mavtwv; he never uses the word 
vouos. The Scribes recognized that 
commandments in the Law were of 
varying degrees of importance (see 
on v. 19), and the questioner asked 
which of them (roia=ris, see on 
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xix. 18), or, less probably, what class 
of commandment, in the estimation 
of Jesus, stood first. For peyéAn = 
peyioTn see v.19; the superl. occurs 


only in 2 Pet. i. 4, and is rare in - 


the Lxx. except in 2, 3, 4 Macc. 

37. ayarnoes kTA.] From Deut. 
vi. 5. Mt., Lk. omit the preceding 
verse of Deut. which Mk. gives, 
axove “Iopand, Kipios 6 eds iuav 
kiptos eis éotiv. Deut. vi. 4-9, 
-containing the central article of 
Israel’s creed, together with xi. 13- 
21, Num. xv. 37—41, was called the 
Shema’ (‘Hear’) from its opening 
word, and as a recognized formula 
‘undoubtedly belongs to the time 
of Christ’ (Schiirer, HJP. u. ii. 77, 
84). 
gov (9222), cat e€ dd. 7. Puyis o., 
k. €& 6A, 7. Suvdpews o. (FIND), €& 
being a loose rendering of 3. All 
the synn. agree in writing ‘with all 
thy heart’ as the beginning of the 
series, which is probably due to 
4 Regn. xxiii. 25, where Josiah is 
said to have ‘turned to the Lord 
with all bis heart (xapdiq, 1225), and 
with all his strength (icy, IN), 
and with all his soul’ (A wiih M.T. 
transposes ioyve and yvyy as in 
Lk.). Thus xapdia and dsavora in 
the synn. have the effect of a double 
rendering of the same Heb. word: 
they are sometimes interchanged in 
Lxx. text and mss. (Hatch, Essays, 
104). The-same passage probably 
accounts for the icyvs clause in Mk., 
Lk., which Mt. omits, and for the 
use of éy instead of €€ in Mt. Lk., 
a.e.in Q. See Oaf. Stud. 41-5, and 
Add. n. below. 
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On the distinction between dyarav 
and diA€ly see x. 37. 

38. aitn xtX.] This takes the 
place of Mk.’s zpatn éoriv, which 
precedes the quotation. 

39. devtépa xtA.] ‘A second 
similar (one) is this.’ The difficulty 
of the text, supported by the lesser 
uncials (Sis without accents or 
breathings) entitles it to considera- 
tion; but it may be a mechanical 
repetition of the preceding aitrn, 
under the influence of Mk.’s devrépa 
avtTn. The minn. and versions 
support att (D tavry), and B has 
devrépa duoiws without the pronoun. 
Lk. adds the following quotation 
without intervening words in the 
form xat tov wAnoiov «rr. It 
is taken from Ley. xix. 18, already 
quoted in Mt. v. 43, xix. 19. The 
Lord’s comment upon its meaning 
as Mt. gives it consists in coupling 
it with the previous commandment 
as similar to it in content and 
importance. Love to God and 
neighbour is the highest application 
of Ta Tov Geov and ra Kaicapos. 
See also 1 Jo. iv. 21. R. Akiba is 
said to have described the second 
of these commandments as the 
greatest in the Law (Siphra on Lev. 
xix. 18, Ber. R. xxiv.). The double 
injunction was perhaps known as a 
summary of duties before the time 
of Jesus; ef. Test. Issach. 5 dyamare 
Kipuov Kal tov rAnoiov, id. 7 TOv 
Kivpuov nydrnoa ev radon tox ve pov" 
opoiws kal ravTa &vOpwrov yydrnca. 
See also Test, Dan 5. 

4o. év ravrais KTA.] Mk. peifwv 
Tovtwv dAXAy evToAy ovK eotiv, All 
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the religious and moral demands in 
Scripture are valid because they can 
be ultimately traced to these two. 
For the metaphor cf. Is. xxii. 24; 
and see Gen. xliv. 30 (Lxx.), Judith 
vill. 24, Berak. 63a ‘Which is a 
small sentence, and yet one on which 
all essentials of the Law hang?’ 
(The answer is Prov. iii. 6.) Class. 
exx. are given by B. Weiss. The 
verse should be studied in connexion 
with v. 17, vii. 12; as there, it is 
probable that.‘and the prophets’ is 
a later addition: it seems to be 
attached as an afterthought to the 
sing. verb, and in wv, 36 the lawyer 
does not mention the prophets. 

Mt. omits Mk.’s conclusion, that 
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the Scribe approved of the answer, 
adding that the keeping of these 
two commandments ‘is more than 
all the whole burnt-offerings and 
sacrifices (sc. enjoined in the Law). 
And Jesus, seeing that he answered 
with understanding (vovvexd@s), said 
to him, Thou art not far from the 
Kingdom of God.” And he postpones 
till v. 46 Mk.’s last sentence, ‘and 
no one any longer dared to question 
Him,’ This is unexpected in Mk., 
after the friendly conversation with 
the Scribe. J. Weiss (Das alt. Ev. 282) 
suggests that it originally belonged 
to the incident of the capitation- 
tax, and that the two intervening 
sections are not in their true position. 


Additional Note on xari. 34-40. 


The section is instructive from the point of view of synoptic study. 
Lk. (x. 25-28) gives it in a different context’ from Mt., Mk. The question 
asked is different: ‘Teacher, by doing what shall I inherit eternal life?’ 


Cf. Lk. xviii. 18. 


Jesus does not adduce Scripture in reply, but makes 
the lawyer do so by asking him ‘What is written in the Law? 


How 


readest thou?’ and his answer omits the opening words of the Sh¢ma‘, which 


Mk. gives. 


In the quotation from Deut. Lk. has €£ once and éy thrice, 


while Mk, has e£ and Mt. év throughout, and the second quotation follows 
immediately. And he omits Mk.’s conclusion. These differences are such 
that Lk.’s section can hardly be considered a reproduction of Mk.’s, He 
agrees with Mk. (a) in recording that the Lord commended the lawyer 
(6pOas dzexpiOn), (b) in the addition of the iryds clause, though he places it 
before, Mk. after, the dudvoca clause, (c) in the use of é€ in the xapdia clause. 
But (a) Q as well as Mk. probably contained a commendation which Mt.’s anti- 
Pharisaic feeling led him to omit; (6) the explanation of the icyvs clause 
is disputed: Hawkins thinks that Mk. and Lk. derived it independently 
from 4 Regn, xxiii. 25, others that it is a Marcan reminiscence of Q; (c) 
the use of <£ is due to the txx. of Deut. Lk.’s account, therefore, is 
probably quite independent of Mk.’s, and is derived from Q, while Mt.’s 
combines features from both Mk. and Q. 


41-46. (Mk. xii. 35-37 a, Lk. 
xx. 41-44.) THe Lorp’s QuESTION 
ABOUT THE Son oF Davip. 

41. cvvnypévov ktX.] As before, 
Mt. alone represents the Pharisees 


as combining in a distinct group, 
ovvnypévwv carrying on the ovryy- 
Onoav of v. 34. Allen is perhaps 
right in seeing in the frequent 
mention of the Pharisees (xxi. 45, 
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xxii. 15, 34, 41) a preparation. for 
the following chapter of denunciations 
against them. Mk.’s xal droxpuGels 
(see on Mt. xi. 25) 6 Inaots Edeyev 
diddoKkwv €v TO tepd gives no time 
connexion with the last incident. 
Lk.’s efrev 5€ mpds atrovs probably 
refers to the people in general, not 
to the Sadducees in his foregoing 
section. Spitta adopts the latter, 
‘and sees the true connexion of 
thought in Lk.’s sequence: as human 
marriages, so the Messiah’s human 
sonship will count for nothing in 
the coming age (Strettfragen, 152 ff.) ; 
on the Sadducees’ theory that there 
is no resurrection, how can David 
speak of his son as his Lord? He 
is his son in this age, but his Lord 
in the age to come (Synopt. Grund- 
' schrift, 325 f.). 

42. ti tyiv Soxe? xtX.] With 
this characteristic phrase (see on 
xvii. 25) Mt. alters Mk.’s mas 
A€yovtw of ypappareis into a 
question addressed to them. Lk. 
has the impers. r@s A€yovow. The 
use of the title 6 xpwrrds ‘the 
Messiah’ is seldom attributed to 
Jesus; xxili. 10, xxiv. 5, 23 (Mk. 
xiii. 21), Lk. xxiv. 26, 46. On the 
Jewish use see Dalman, Words, 289-— 
94. In Mk., Lk. Jesus assumes, as 
a current opinion, that the Messiah 
is Son of David (see Dalm. op. cvt. 
316 ff.) in Mt. the Pharisees are 
made to reply in such a way that 
their answer is turned against them, 
FAS TH, SOO, Bila Ain DO-ahly 235i 

43. m@s obv KTA.] David was 
inspired ; cf. Ac, i. 16, ii. 30, 2 


Sam. xxiii. 2. He spoke ‘in a 
state of spirit’; ef. Ez. xi. 24, xxxvii. 
1, Gko il. 27, Apoe, i. 10: Mk éy 
TO TV. TO Gyiw. Allen cites ‘David 
said in the Holy Spirit’ as a rabb. 
formula; see Wtinsche, Newe Beitr. 
270, Bacher, Eueg. Term. ii. 202 ff. 
In kaXe? ait. kvpiov Mt. (not Mk., 
Lk.) anticipates the point of the 
following quotation. 

On the Jewish opinions with 
regard to the Davidic authorship 
and editorship of the Psalms see 
Briggs, Psalms, i. p. liy.: Jesus was 
‘arguing with the Pharisees in the 
Halacha method on the basis of 
received opinion. There were no 
good reasons why Jesus and the 
Apostles should depart from these 
opinions, even if they did not share 
them. ‘There was no reason why 
Jesus as a teacher should have come 
to any other opinion on this subject 
than his contemporaries held.’ The 
mystery of ‘the One Christ’ will 
remain a mystery, but the fact that 
there were limits to His human 
knowledge in intellectual matters 
is an axiom of modern study. The 
point of His words, however, lies not 
in the fact that He thought David 
to be the author of Ps. cx., but that 
His opponents did. 

44. efmev kth.) ‘O82 AIM Dx 
‘an utterance of Yahweh to my lord.’ 
From Ps. cix. [ex.] 1, quoted also in 
Ac, ii. 34 f., and (from xéOov) Heb. 
i. 13, and alluded to in 1 Cor. xv. 
25. sEpie eter 2O 22,0 c0eD, x. cl 3.5 
references to the Session occur in 
Ac, vil. 55 f., Rom. viii. 34, Col. iil. 
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ry Heb; in syavilie 1, ets atekeb, 
iii, 22, All the synn. and Ac. have 
the proper name Kvpuos for LXx. 6 
kipios. The substitution of iroxdtw 
(Mt., Mk.) for trorédioy (Lxx., Lk., 
Ac., Heb.) may have been due to 
Ps, viii. 7 (cf. 1 Cor., Eph. Ui.c.). €ws 
does not place a limit to the duration 
of the Session, but marks an epoch 
or turning-point in the future; cf. 
Hos. x. 12 (see BDB. “W, 11. 1b). 

The Lord assumed that Ps. ex. 
referred to the Messiah, but not, as 
in the case of the Davidic sonship, 
that this was a current opinion; to 
His hearers the interpretation was 
probably new. Though the Srmil. 
JIMdO (eth Sy lhe ey dha 2G lho, Ge 
Ixii. 2) speak of the Messiah as 
sitting upon the throne of God, and 
in Test. Levi viii., xviii. a Priest-King 
is ideally described, no direct refer- 
ence to this Ps. as referring to the 
personal Messiah is known in Jewish 
writings until ¢. a.p. 260, in words 
ascribed to Hamma bar Hanina, ‘ God 
will place the Son of David on His 
right hand and Abraham on His 
left’; see Bacher, Ag. d. pal. Am. i. 
457, and Midr. Ps. ex. 1 (Wiinsche). 
In Justin’s day Jewish teachers 
applied it to Hezekiah (Dial. 33, 
335 ef 56) 

45. ef ovv xtA.] If David ad- 
dressed the Messiah as ‘Lord,’ 
‘Master,’ He must be more than 
merely his son; wAelov Aaveld Ode. 
The better minds before the time of 
Jesus had been feeling after the 
truth that the Messiah was of divine 
origin, but it did not till later take 
a prominent place in Jewish thought. 
To the common people, to whom, 
according to Mk., Lk., He appears 


to have been speaking (cf. Mk. ». 
37 b), it was a new idea, put before 
them with a convincing scriptural 
proof. It was far from being a mere 
dialectic victory, shewing that their 
religious leaders misunderstood the 
scriptures ; nor was He simply dis- 
claiming for Himself an earthly 
sovereignty, still less denying the 
Davidic descent of the Messiah, and 
therefore of Himself, an idea which, 
though treated as obvious by some 
modern writers, did not occur to the 
early Christians; cf. Rom. i. 3f 
The disciples alone, who had learnt 
the truth of His Messiahship, could 
realize that He spoke of Himself. 
Ep. Barn. xii. 10 refers to the passage 
in the Psalm as proving that Jesus 
was ovx! vids dvOpwrov adda vids 
Tov Oeov. 

46. kal ovdeis xTA.] Mk. Lk. 
with dramatic effectiveness close the 
incident abruptly at this point. ‘He 
had answered all their questions; a 
single instance was enough to shew 
that they could not answer His’ 
(Swete). ot8@ érédrApnoev KTA.: a 
second addition by Mt., taken from 
Mk. xii. 34b, and postponed to 
form a conclusion to the series of 
discussions. He strengthens it by 
am €k. THS Huepas, but since the 
Lord’s death was so soon to follow, 
npepas is virtually @pas (the reading 
of DE* Lag Ssincur); cf. viii. 13, 
1X2) 22x) 205 Valeo. 


xxl. 1-36. (Mk. xii. 37 b-40; 
on Lk. see-below.) DrEnuNcIATIONS 
AGAINST THE PHARISEES. 

Mk. having preserved at this 
point a warning against the Scribes, 
Mt. places the discourse here, leading 
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to the Apostrophe to Jerusalem (vv. 
37 ff.), and that to the eschatological 
discourse (xxiv.) and parables (xxv.). 
Thus chs, xxiii—xxv. form virtually 
one collection of sayings, the last of 
the five principal collections in Mt. 
(see on vii. 28). Many of the sayings 
in the present chapter occur, in 
various positions, in Lk., chiefly in 
ch. xi, Mt. and Lk. seem to have 
used different recensions of Q, and 
Lk. or his source omits much that 
would be uninteresting if not un- 
intelligible to Gentile Christians. 
The synoptic relations are as follows : 


Mt. Mk. Lk. 


v1 xii. 87 b, 88 a. xx. 45 
2,3 
4 xi. 46 
5 
6 39 xx. 46 ¢, xi. 
43 a. 
38 b. 46 a. 
Was 38 ¢. 46b, xi. 
43b. 
7 b-10 
(= xx (Cl Ixoo ex.) (Cl. 4x. 48 0, 
26 f.) 43 f.) xxii. 26) 
12 (Gin Sahm ae 
xviii. 14) 
40 ox 47 
14 xi. 52 
15-22 
23 42 
24 
25, 26 39-41 
27, 28 44 
29-31 47, 48 
32, 33 
34-36 49-51 


The discourse in Mt. is arranged 
in three parts: vv. I-12, Warning 
to the people and the disciples not 
to imitate the Scribes and Pharisees 
in their pride of place and power ; 
vv. 13-32, Seven Woes addressed to 
the Scribes and Pharisees ; vv. 33-36, 
Warning of punishment. 
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I-12, (Mk, Lk. seeabove.) Warn- 
ing against the Scribes and Pharisees. 

I. tore KTA.] Mk. ‘And the 
multitude listened to Him with 
pleasure; and in His teaching He 
said.’ 

2. ert THs Mwvoéws xtA,] The 
heirs of Moses’ authority by an 
unbroken tradition can deliver ex 
cathedra pronouncements on his 
teaching. Of. Aboth i. 1 on the 


-traditio legis, and Rosh ha-shanah 


25a, ‘every council of three in Israel 
is like the council of Moses’ (cited 
by Allen). The expression ‘ Moses’ 
seat’ is not known again till the 
4th cent.: in Pesikta 7a Aha uses 
it of a seat of a special shape (like 
Solomon’s throne, 1 Kings x. 19) 
reserved for the president of «the 
Sanhedrin., See Rev, des Etudes juives, 
xxxiy. 299, and Levi or Jastrow 
sv, SVINP. Only the Scribes were 
strictly the successors of Moses ; 
many of them were Pharisees, but 
not all Pharisees were Scribes (see on 
v. 20). éxda@uray (aor.) may have a 
pres. force, like a Semitic perf. ; or 
it may look back over the period 
during which, by common consent, 
the Scribes had constituted them- 
selves Moses’ successors: ‘they have 
occupied (Vg. sederunt) the seat of 
M.’ Less ‘probably, ‘the editor 
writes from his own standpoint, and 
looks back upon the period when 
the Scribes and Pharisees were in 
power’ (Allen). 

3. mavta ovv KtX,] This echoes 
yv. 18 f£., and need not be considered 
‘too conservatively Jewish’ to be 
genuine (J. Weiss); it is so Jewish 
that it could hardly have originated 
in later tradition even in Jewish- 
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Christian circles. kara d€ KTA.: 
but since their actions, in fact, fall 


short of the ideal at which their — 


teaching aims, do not imitate them. 
This echoes y. 20 (cf. v. 23 b below), 
Aéyovow Kk. od Tovovou: literally, 
this would mean that they did not 
observe the rules which they pro- 
fessed. But this is contrary to fact, 
and is not borne out by v. 4f. The 
clause need not be due to Mt.’s anti- 
Pharisaic feeling. It expresses para- 
doxically the fact that they did not 
(in God’s sight) do what they ap- 
peared todo. Though they scrupu- 
lously observed their own rules, their 
motive and manner deprived their 
actions of all value. See vi. 1 f., 5, 
16, xii. 7, xv. 7-9, Lk. xviii. 9-14. 
4. Seapevovow dé xtr.] 8¢€ is 
merely ‘and’; the v.l. ydp seems to 
be due to a mistaken idea that derp. 
and od GéX. Kivjoae are instances of 
Aeyovowy and od rovovow respec- 
tively. Lk. xi. 46 has the 2nd pers., 
‘ye burden men with grievous (dvc- 
Bdoraxra) burdens, etc.’ Divine 
commands are in themselves a right- 
ful dopriov which every man must 
bear (see Lightft. on gopriov and 
Bapos, Gal. vi. 2, 5), but the Scribes 
made them oppressive (Bapéa), while 
the Lord’s higher interpretation of 
them made even 7d Bapirepa Tov 
vopov (v. 23) ‘light’; see on xi. 30. 
kat dvoBdoraxra (cf. Prov. xxvii. 3) 
was an early addition from Lk. 
avrot 6€ xrA.] The driver of a 
beast of burden could ease it by re- 


moving some of the weight that it 
carried. The Scribes would not movea 
finger to ease the burdens which their 
rules imposed. The school of Hillel, 
indeed, tended to laxity, but in the 
time of Jesus they were probably in 
a minority ; see Add. n. on xv. 1-6. 
That the Scribes would not them- 
selves bear the burdens that they 
imposed is contrary to fact (see 
above); their observance of their 
own rules is implied in ré €pya (v. 5). 
For kuveiy ‘to move’ or ‘remove’ 
ef. Apoce. ii. 5, vi. 14, Num. xiv. 44, 
Prov. xvii. 13. Lk. ov rpoowavere. 

5. wavra dé xtXr.] They will not 
ease the burdens of others, and the 
manner in which they bear them 
themselves is bad. The verse, peculiar 
to Mt., is a commentary on v. 3b: 
the motive which inspired the works 
annulled their value. mpds 7d Gea. 
is an echo of vi. I. 

mAativovot KTA.] vdaKTHpia 
(Vulg. phylacteria), class. ‘ fortifica- 
tion’ or ‘outpost,’ is not found in 
the Lxx. or elsewhere in the N.T. A 
translator of Ez. xiii. 18 uses it for 
Nindd ? ‘fillets’ (see Field, Hexapla). 
Lit. ‘ protecting charms,’ ‘ amulets,’ it 
here stands for the late Heb. t*phallin 
(lit. ‘prayers’), a word applied to 
the small leathern cases (still worn 
at the present day on the forehead 
and left arm by Jews at the daily 
Morning Prayer) containing four 
strips of parchment inscribed with 
the words of Exod. xiii. 1-10, 11-— 
16, Deut. vi. 4-9, xi. 13-21, which 
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are claimed as the scriptural authority 
for the practice. The first passage 
speaks figuratively of ‘a sign upon 
thy hand’ and ‘a memorial between 
thine eyes,’ the other three of a sign 
and frontlets (MDM), which came 
to be interpreted of objects to be 
worn. See HDB., art. ‘ Phylacteries,’ 
Ssin.cur render it ‘the straps of 
their frontlets.’ On xpdo7eda see ix. 
20. The verse is perhaps the equiva- 
lent of zepurateivy év otodais (Mk., 
Lk.) interpreted with more technical 
Jewish knowledge. 

6. piAover kTA.] Lk. xi. 43 (from 
Q) speaks of tpwroxabedpia, followed 
by dowacpoi, while Mk. xii. 38b, 
39 (Lk. xx. 46) has év orodais 
TepiTareiv— aoracp.o0l—mpwroKad- 
edpiat—mpwrokAiciat, Mt. adopts 
the last, and perhaps the first, from 
Mk. but places dowacpoi at the 
end, adding further sayings about 
titles of respect. For mpwroxducia 
ef. Lk. xiv. 7 f., where it is con- 
trasted with 6 €cxyatos Téros; and 
see Jos, Ant. xv. ii. 4, mapa Tas 
éotidoes mpoxatakAivwy é€nrdra, 
Tatépa Kadov. mpwrokabedpiat : 
according to Tos. Megill. iv. 21 
(Zuckermandel) the chief seats were 
on the platform facing the congre- 
gation, with their backs to the chest 
in which the rolls of Scripture 
were kept (see Edersheim, L. and T. 
i. 436). The different arrangement 
referred to by Schiirer (HJP. 0. ii. 
75) was that of the Essenes. Neither 
word is known apart from the Gospels 
and writers who quote them. 

7. kat kadreioOas KTA.] ‘PaBBei, 


‘27 ‘my master’ (xxvi. 25, 49), from 
its use as a term of respect by scholars 
to their teachers, acquired the mean- 
ing duddéo0KaAe (see on vii. 21). The 
reading ‘Rabbi, Rabbi’ (D Ssin.cur 
Just., cf. vl. Mk, xiv. 45) may be 
due to later Jewish usage. After 
N.T. times the pron. suffix lost its 
force, and the word became a title 
like Monsteur (see Schiirer, HJP. 11. 
is Sey Re) 

8. tyes S€ xtX.] This and v. 
Io appear to be later additions to 
the Lord’s words. The crowd might 
understand aé<«Adoé to mean ‘fellow- 
men’ or ‘fellow-Jews,’ but the words 
‘one is your Teacher,’ which refer 
to Jesus Himself, would have no 
meaning for them. It is an in- 
junction by Christian preachers to 
Christian ‘brethren.’ Blass unneces- 
sarily adopts paOynrat from Clem. Al. 

9. kal ratrépa xtX.] This saying, 
to which vv, 8, 10 were attached, is 


-doubtless genuine, but may have been 


spoken in a different context. The 
section is a warning against imitating 
the Scribes in their desire for honour 
from men; but this verse warns 
against giving to men a title due to 
God alone. Abba was not commonly 
a mode of address to a living person, 
but a title of honour for Rabbis and 
great men of the past; see instances 
in Schiirer, HJP. m1. i. 316, Dalman, 
Words, 339; and cf. matépwv vpvos 
(Sir. xliv. title) and the Mishn. Pirke 
Aboth. S. Paul (1 Cor. iv. 15) and 
the monks to whom Jer. refers, 
claimed a very different fatherhood. 
The awkward tay, ‘call [no one] a 
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father of yours,’ is perhaps an altera- 
tion of the Hebraic tyiv (D Ssin ; 
Aphr. ‘for ourselves’). eis ydp KTA, : 
‘For one is your Father — the 
heavenly. (one). On 6 odpdvios see 
vi. 9 b. 

10. pndé KTA.] KaOnynTys, unique 
in the Bible, is similar to odnyéds 
(0. 245 2xv. 145) Rom! i.) 19)e in! 
describing the authority of a teacher ; 
contrast yyovpevos (Sir. xxx. 27 
[xxxlii. 19], xliv. 4, Lk. xxii. 26, Heb. 
xili. 7, 17, 24), an administrative 
official. The original was probably 
m0 (Méreh) or perhaps 17 (Rab) ; 
there is no reason for thinking that 
while duddo0Karos represents Rab, 
kaOyyntys stands for the more 
honourable Rabban, -bon (Zahn). 
It is very improbable that Jesus 
described Himself, the Teacher, as 
‘the Messiah, which meant some- 
thing quite different both to Him 
and to the Jews. The verse, with ». 
8, the meaning of which is identical, 
belongs to later Christian thought. 
They may be a double version of one 
saying. 

11. 6 6€ pei(wv xrA.] A shorter 
form of the saying in xx. 26 (Mk. x. 
43 f, Lk. xxii. 26); a similar saying 
is added in Mk. ix. 35 (Lk. ix. 48b); 
see on Mt. xviii, 1. peifwv dp. 
(=péyurros vu.; see on yv. 19) is 
equivalent to péyas év tyiv (xx. 26, 
Mk., where Lk. has 6 pet(wv év dpiv). 
As in those passages, the words de- 


_Holy One . 


‘of salvation’ (Lk. i. 


scribe not the future penalty for 
trying to be the greatest, but the 
true method of becoming so. pei(wv 
still plays on the word Rab in the 
preceding verses. 


12. doris 6€ kTA.] Lk. has the 
saying in two other contexts, xiv. 
II, xviii. 14. Cf. Hrub. 13b ‘Every- 
one that humbleth himself the Holy 
One, blessed be He, exalteth, and 
everyone that exalteth himself the 
. humbleth.” These 
complementary truths find an echo 
nis qatioesoey JMGak tek. 


14--32. Seven Woes, Three Woes 
(wv. 14-22) deal with the teaching of 
the Scribes, three (vv. 23-28) with 
the life of the Pharisees (cf. v. 
20 n.), and the last (vv. 29-32) is 
directed against the nation as a 
whole. An arrangement of seven 
perhaps stood in Q; Lk. xi. 39-52 
contains seven denunciations, with 
six Woes. Cf. the (originally seven) 
Woes in Is. v. 8—24. 

‘14. ovat xtA.]. The First Woe, 
On ovaé see xi. 21, and on troxpitai 
vi. 2, KAelere xTX.: you prevent 
men from knowing how to gain 
entrance into the Kingdom; you 
lock the narrow gate that leads to 
life. Lk. gives an interpretation 
of this:- ynpare tiv KAcida THs 
yvdéoews, ‘the key which admits 
to knowledge,’ 2.¢ ‘the knowledge 
77). KAélere 
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and ypare are perhaps both to be 
traced to the Aram. IN&, which can 
mean either ‘ to shut’ or ‘to seize,’ 

tpeis yap xtA.] The Kingdom is 
near at hand, and you are not living 
the manner of life required for en- 
trance into it. For the force of the 
pres. cf. rpodyovow xxi. 31, and for 
the verb see on v. 20. Lk.’s aor, eio- 
nAOare describes an entrance not into 
the Kingdom but into the knowledge 
which can finally bring men into it. 
ovde adiere: Lk. Kal éexwAtvoare. 
On the conative ptep. t. eicepxo- 
pevovs, ‘those who are in process of 
entering—trying to enter,’ see Blass, 
§ 58. 4. Wellhausen unnecessarily 
denies the genuineness of the saying, 
explaining the Kingdom as the 
Christian Church, which the Rabbis 
tried to prevent men from joining. 
Lk. places this denunciation, the 
most severe in the whole series, at 
the end as a climax. In Mt. its 
position produces a sharp contrast 
between the deterrent effect of the 
Scribes’ teaching and their efforts at 
proselytizing (v. 15), and also be- 
tween ‘the Kingdom of Heaven’ 
and ‘ Gehenna.’ 

15. Orumepuayete kTA.} The Second 
Woe. The words seem to imply 
that the number of converts due to 
Pharisaic efforts was not large; and 
the zeal of Palestinian Jews probably 
declined after the fall of Jerusalem. 
But Hellenistic Judaism met with 
much greater success, reasons for 
which are suggested by Schiirer, 
HJP. wu. ii. 297-311 ; and in 11. iii. 
270-320 he describes ‘Jewish works 
under a heathen mask,’ written for 


the purpose of propaganda. An 
instance of the difference between 
Hellenistic and Pharisaic Judaism 
may be seen in Jos, Ant. xx, ii. 4. 
Wetstein gives references to Jewish 
missionary efforts, and Roman op- 
position. Loisy gratuitously suggests 
that the verse is a late addition 
containing a hidden attack on S. 
Paul. mpoonAvtos (Ac. ii. 10, vi. 5, 
xiii. 43) is the regular Lxx. rendering 
of 13. In the O.T. this meant a 
foreigner living in Palestine under 
Israelite protection, a meaning ex- 
pressed in the Miskna by gér téshab, 
and in later Rabb. writings by gér 
hasha‘ar (‘proselyte of the gate’). 
Later it was used in a religious sense 
of one who adopted Judaism by cir- 
cumcision and observance of the Law ; 
cf. vopipors mporeAnAvOviav rots 
*Tovéatxots (Jos. Ant. XVIII. iii, 5); 
frequent in the Mishna, it was ex- 
pressed more fully in later rabb. 
writings as gér hazedek (‘proselyte 
of righteousness’). This is to be dis- 
tinguished from a oePBopevos [rdv 
Gedy] (Ac. xiii. 50, xvi. 14, Jos. Ant. 
XIV. Vii. 2) or PoBovpevos rdv Oedv 
(Ac, x. 2, 22, xiii. 16, 26), a Gentile 
favourably disposed to Judaism ; see 
Lake, Earlier Epp. of S. Paul, 37 ff. 

kat Orav «TA.] A ‘son of 
Gehenna,’ one fitted, and therefore 
destined, for Gehenna (see v. 22), 
is the converse -of ‘sons of the 
Kingdom’ (xiii. 38), which the Jews 
claimed to be (viii. 12). ‘The more 
converted the more perverted.’ ‘Sons 
of Gehinnom’ occurs in Rosh Hash. 
17b. For other idiomatic uses of 
vids see ix. 15. On the late form 
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SurAdrepov (= SurAdcuov) see Blass, 
§ 11. 5. Justin’s reference (Dzal. 
122) to the words without tov 
hardly makes it probable that the 
pron. was originally absent: ‘ two- 
fold more a son of G. [sc. than 
he was before]’ (Wellh.). J. Weiss 
thinks this less stern. 

16. ddnyot Ktr.] The Third Woe. 
The omission of ‘Scribesand Pharisees, 
hypocrites’ in this Woe only, suggests 
that vv. 16-22 were an independent 


group of sayings. On ‘blind leaders’ 
see xv. 14. 

ds dv xtX.] The ‘gold of the 
temple’ would include various 


ornaments and utensils among the. 


avaOjpwara (Lk. xxi. 5); they, as 
well as the gift on the altar, may 
have been included in thought when 
the oath ‘by Corban!’ (see xv. 5) 
was uttered. If the casuistries in 
these verses find no exact parallels 
in later Heb. writings, it does not 
follow that they were unknown in 
the time of Jesus; possibly, however, 
they are rhetorical instances, caricatur- 
ing to some extent other well known 
hair-splittings. That it was Rabbinic 
avarice that gave importance to the 
‘gold’ and the ‘gift’ (Holtzmann) 
is scarcely probable. For opécar 
ev cf. v. 34, 36 and Kidd. 71 a ‘By 
the temple!’ Taanith 24 a ‘By the 
temple service!’ dqeéAev is the 
rabb. 3!M, ‘debitor’ or ‘reus’: the 
oath binds as by a debt, which so 


long as it is unpaid is guilt (see on 
vi. 12). The converse ovdév éeotuy 
is expressed in the Mishna by WS, 
‘ freed,’ ‘ absolved.’ 

17-19. pwpot xtrX.] That the 
word pwpot is attributed to Jesus, in 
spite of v. 22, is striking; it shews 
that not the word but the spirit in 
which it is uttered is what matters. 
The principle that sacredness is a 
quality imparted by contact was 
well recognized in Heb. thought 
(see HDB. ii. ‘Holiness [in the 
O.T.]’),* and ought to have made 
the casuistry on this point impossible ; 
the dedication of gold and gift by 
the offerers could not impart to them 
more sacredness than that which 
they acquired by their presence in | 
the temple. The aor. dyidéoas ex- 
presses the sacredness which. the gold 
had acquired in the past, when it was 
placed in the temple; the pres. aysd(ov 
(v. 19), that which the gift on the 
altar at the moment was acquiring. 

20-22. 6 obv xtX.]_ The argu- 
ment in v. 20, from the greater to 
the less, leads to the larger thought 
in vv. 21 f., an argument from the 
less to the greater. The latter treats 
not of casuistical oaths, as in vy. 16- 
19, but of the careless use of oaths 
in general. An oath by temple or 
heaven is intensely solemn and 
binding, because it involves an oath 
by Him who dwells in them; ef. 
v. 34f. 
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23 de ede] BCL. at Had g? hr’ & pesh.hel me aeth ; om de NDI WH ce f ff? g1] 
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23. OTe amodexatovTe KTA.] The 
Fourth Woe. Vv. 23-28, dealing 
with legalism in daily life, correspond 
with Lk. xi. 39-44 addressed to 
the Pharisees as distinct from the 
lawyers; cf. Papiraie rupre (v. 26 
below). In Ley. xxvii. 30, all ‘the 
» seed of the land’ and ‘the fruit of 
the tree’ is commanded to be tithed, 
in Deut. xiv. 22 f. ‘all the incréase 
of thy seed which cometh forth from 
the field year by year, which is de- 
fined as ‘corn, wine, and oil’; but the 
Scribal tradition extended it to in- 
clude every sort of herb. 7dvocpov 
(so Lk.) was a popular name for 
pivOn (Vulg. menta), ‘mint. avnOov 
is probably not ‘anise’ but ‘dill’ 
(R.V. marg.), the Rabb. NNAY ; Nestle 
(ExpT. Aug. 1904) suggests that 
Lk.’s myyavov (Vulg. ruta), ‘rue,’ 
may be due to a misreading of this 
as NII. x«ipuvov, for which Lk. 
has wav Adxavoy, is a loan-word 
from Heb. }i23 (Is. xxviii. 25, 27). 

Kal apyjkate KTA.] ‘Ye have 
left alone,’ not very different from 
Lk.’s wapepyerOe. On the ‘heavy’ 
and ‘light’ precepts in the Law see 
y. 19; for Jesus the former are 
moral and social requirements. 
Bapirepa perhaps represents 1'p’ (so 
%); cf Dan. ii, 11 (Luxx. Theod. 
Bapis). Lk. omits r. Bap. 7. vopor, 
possibly because Gentile Christians 
would not understand the allusion ; 
not because it was difficult to 


reconcile with the ‘heavy burdens’ 
of v. 4, Lk. xi. 46 (Klost.-Gressm.). 
Kplovs is ‘justice’ (OED), care that 
the rights of others are respected ; cf. 
Ps. ¢. [ci.] 1, where it is coupled with 
éXeos (TDM), and similarly xkpipa, 
Mic. vi. 8, Zech. vii. 9. mioris 
is not ‘ belief’ but ‘ fidelity ’ (7228 or 
NN), a social virtue like the others ; 
it is coupled with €Aeos (Prov. xiv. 
22) and xpiywa (Jer. v. 1). Lk.’s 
THY Kpiow Kal THY dyamhy TOU Oeod 
(om. mioriv) might mean ‘ (human) 
justice, and love towards God’; but 
since dyam7 is evidently an equivalent 
of €Aeos, both probably representing 
om (cf. Hos. ii. 23, where 7Aenuevny 
is a variant for yamrnpevny), the 
meaning must be ‘God’s judgment 
and love’ (cf. Rom. ii. 3 f.); hence 
Marcion could read xAnow for 
kpiow. Mt. seems the more original. 

wavta bé eer xtA.] Tavra are 
the Bapitrepa, and éxeiva, the Scribal 
minutiae; the Lord admitted the 
validity of the latter when they did - 
not conflict with principles. The 
positive and negative injunctions 
perhaps further indicate the relative 
importance of the two. The second 
half, which is in the spirit of v. 3 a, 
need not be considered a Judaistic 
addition, although D (Lk.) omits it. 
Lk.’s mapetvar repeats the prep. in 
mapepxerOe. Burkitt (Hv. da Meph. 
ii. 252 f.) suggests that de edeu is a 
conflation of the true reading dé with 
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odnyol Turoi, SuvrALCovTes 
Oval tiv, ypap- 


25 pares Kat Dapicator vroxpitat, bt. Kabapifere TO eEwOev 
Tod motnpiov Kal Ths mapowidos, ecwbev Sé yéuovow 


26 é& dpmayis Kal axpacias. 


the v,1. éde., the former supported by 
pe? in % sin.cur (Mt., Lk.); roujoas 
and pi) dpetvac would in that case be 
a lit. rendering of the Heb. and Aram. 
idiom, > with inf, requiring é8e: to be 
added in thought ; cf. nian? ‘thou 
oughtest to have smitten’ 2 Kings 
xiii. 19, and see Lk. iv. 8 (Ssin). 
24. ddnyot xtA.] Mt. only. In- 
sects and camels being unclean 
were forbidden as food (Lev. xi. 4, 
42 f.), but the point of the proverb 
lies in their size (cf. Mt. xix. 24); 
they illustrate the observance of the 
lesser, and the disregard of the 
weightier, matters. Cf Jer. Shabb. 
107. ‘He that kills a flea on the 
Sabbath is as guilty as if he 
killed a camel.” Klost. - Gressm. 
suggest a word-play, gamla (‘camel’), 
and kamlaé for Ndop, xmDdp (the 
Targ. equivalent for the ‘ mosquitoes ’ 
of Exod. viii. 12 [16] ff). duvAéfevv, 
to ‘strain’ wine (Am. vi. 6, Theod. 
Is, xxv. 6), is not known elsewhere c¢. 
acc. of that which is ‘strained out’; 
ef. the use of kaOapiCerv, Deut. xix. 13. 


25. Otuixabapifere kTA.] The Fifth 
Woe. Another form of the same 
rebuke: externals are valueless if 


important internal matters are dis- 


regarded, Since in v. 27 a similar 
rebuke is expressed not in metaphor 
but by a simple comparison, the cup 
and dish are probably intended to 
be as literal as the whited sepulchres, 
The vessels are cleansed externally, 
i.e. ceremonially (not outside, as 
distinct from inside), but they are 
still defiled because their contents are 
the result of (€€) robbery and greed. 


gain. 


‘PMapicaie tupré, Kaldpicov 


Contrast the constr. yéuovow daréwy 
(v. 27); the prep., however, is some- 
times used with the contents them- 
selves; cf. Jo. xii. 3, and amd in 
the Lxx. (= j). (For the washing 
of vessels cf. Mk. vii. 3f., and the 
note at Mt. xv. 2, on Jewish rules of © 
purification.) Lk. adds difficulty to 
the words by interpreting the cup 
and dish (rivag) as metaphors for 
the Pharisees (rd 6€ éowOev tuov 
yéeuer, cf. Sir, xix. 26); but it is 
difficult, in this case, to see why the 
dish is mentioned separately. Well- 
hausen understands +t. tornpiov and 
T. tapowidos as explanatory genitives: 
they represent ‘the external’ (7d 
e€wGev), but from an inward point 
of view (€owGev) they are metaphors 
of the Pharisaic heart. But this is 
cumbrous. apoyis, ‘a side dish,’ 
‘a dainty’ (dYov), was used in late 
Gk. for the plate itself. dxpacia 
(cf. dxpare?s, 2 Tim. ili. 3) is ‘want 
of self-control,’ which can shew itself 
in incontinence (1 Cor. vii. 5), or, as 
here, in an unrestrained desire for 
Lk. rrovypia. 

26. Papwraie xTA.] The un- 
expected sing. is probably.a mistaken 
rendering of NW75, which can be 
either plur. or sing. Lk. has dfpoves. 
The cup must have the same mean- 
ing, whether literal or metaphorical, 
as in v, 25. The literal yields the 
same good sense: cleanse first the 
contents of your vessels (7.e. cease to 
enrich yourselves’ by wrongful 
methods), and their external un- 
cleanness will count for nothing. 
Since avrov is certainly the true 
reading, the mechanical addition of 


XXIII. 28] THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


fal \ an 
TMp@tov Td évTds TOD 
b) 
yevntat Kal TO éKTOsS 
pateis Kat Papicaior 


ToTnplov Kal 
> a / 
avtov Kalapov. 


AK 


THS Taporidos, iva 
Oval dpiv, ypap- 27 


& / ig / / 
UToKpLTal, OTL Tapopolatere Tadots 


/ td ‘i Cal 
Kekoviawevols, oitives eEwbev pév gaivovtar wpator érwber 
X / > , a 
dé yéwovow dotéwv, vexpdv Kal Tdons axabapaias: obtws 28 


26 Kar rns mapoyidos] om D1 209 21° Hae fl? | avrov] B*DE* 1 13 28 69 124 
157 al Hae aeth; avrwy NB°CE? al minn.pler S pesh.hel.pal arm; om 53 2° 


PReffl2el2hilrvg Ssin 


kai tT. mapoidos in the mass of 
authorities (including some that have 
atrov) must be wrong. 

Lk. has rAjv ra évovta Sdre éden- 
pootyyny, Kat iSod mavra kabapa tiv 
éoriv, which Wellhausen explains as 
due to a misreading of 35 (‘cleanse ’) 
as ‘3? (‘give alms’), Lk. will then 

have expressed the same teaching as 
Mt., and the original underlying 
both may have been simply ‘ Cleanse 
the inside, and the outside is clean.’ 
This is preceded in Lk. by odx 6 
Tomous TO eEwlev Kai Td eowbev 
eroinoev; ‘Did not He (God) who 


made outward things also make. 


inward, spiritual, things?’; or, 
transposing ¢£wOev and écwGev (as 
in CDI Lace Cyp), ‘has not he 
(anyone) who has prepared (set in 
order, cleansed) the inside also 
prepared the outside?’ In the 
latter case Lk.’s two sentences express 
the same thought. 

27. dru wapopoid(ere xtA.] The 


Siath Woe. Against external pro- 
priety which conceals internal 
wickedness. Lk. has a different 


simile : éore ws Ta pvypeta TA G5nda, 
kat of dvOpwrot of mepurarodvtes 
érdvw ovk oidacw. To walk over 
a grave caused pollution, which must 
be avoided by anyone who wished 
to enter the temple (cf. Num. xix. 
16); hence the custom (Shek. i. 1, 
Moed Kat. 1a, 5a) of chalking 
graves with white marks on the 
15th Adar before the Passover 


(cf. the precautions in Jo. xi. 55, 
xviii. 28). This illustrates Lk.’s 
words. Mt.’s also are generally sup- 
posed to refer to it; and it is pointed 
out that the white marks would 
be recent when the words were 
spoken. But white-chalked graves 
do not afford a good simile of 
hypocrisy, since they proclaim to 
all, instead of concealing, their 
inward pollution. The difficulty is 
not lessened if oirives . . daivovtar 
wpatot is omitted as a gloss. The 
contrast must lie between the out- 
ward appearance and the bones and 
uncleanness concealed within. Cf. 
S. Pauls totxe xexoviapeve (Ac. 
xxiii. 3), €v Kexoviapevors, apparently 
‘ornamented rooms’ (Prov. xxi. 9), 
and xkoviapa, the ‘plaster’ (3) of 
the wall in the king’s chamber 
(Dan. v. 5). If the words refer not 
to white-washing but to the orna- 
mental plastering of the walls of 
sepulchres, @pato. can refer to their 
clean, white appearance in the sun- 
shine. ‘Our metaphor of. “ white- 
washing” moral evil is more in 
harmony with Mt. than with Lk.’ 
(Plummer). And this gives point 
to the juxtaposition of v. 29, ‘build 
the tombs . and adorn the 
sepulchres.’ apopo.d(ere (from the 
class, rapdpouos, cf. Mk. vii. 13), ‘be 
somewhat, similar to,’ occurs in Eccl. 
writers, but not elsewhere in bibl. Gk. 

28. ovrws «TA.] Perhaps an 
addition by Mt.; the meaning of 
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the simile must have been clear to 
the hearers without explanation. It 
is an echo of vi. 1 f., 5, 16. dvopia 
(see on vil. 23) with stern irony is 
ascribed to those who scrupulously 
observed the Law. 

29. dte olKodometre KTX.] The 
Seventh Woe. This may have been 
placed with the others in Q to 
complete the number seven, and the 
mention of tombs supplied a link ; 
but vv. 29-35 are addressed not to 
the Scribes and Pharisees but to the 
nation as a whole. For ‘prophets 
and righteous men’ cf. xiii. 17. The 
building and adorning of their 
sepulchres was by way of reparation 
for their murder. Lk., more tersely, 
‘Ye build the sepulchres of the 
prophets and your fathers killed 
them.’ For the reverent care of the 
reputed tombs of ancient heroes see 
Ac. ii. 29, Jos. Ant. xvi. vii. 1, BJ. 
Iv. ix. 7. The ‘tombs of the 
prophets’ on the slope of the Mt. of 
Olives (E. Robinson, Res. iii. 254, 
Baedeker’? 73 f.) are probably of 
Christian origin. 

31. dore xtX.] ‘If your fathers 
had not made martyrs you could 
not honour them,’ so that you 
proclaim yourselves the sons, at any 
rate, of the murderers. Montefiore 
(ad loc.) pronounces this ‘ironical, 


but also rather absurd.’ But it 
contains the thought, which is not 
at all absurd, that ‘sons’ are those 
who inherit their fathers’ character 
(cf. v. 9, 45). You bear witness to 
the murder-taint in your blood’ 
(Allen); and it was soon to shew 
itself when the mob cried ‘Crucify 
Him!’ Lk.: ‘so then ye are wit- 
nesses and consent to the works of 
your fathers, because they killed them 
and ye build.’ 

32. kal tyuets xTr.] The Lord’s 
irony is at its height in tAnpdcare, 
which the. wll. mAnpwoere and 
erAnpwoare were probably attempts 
to soften. ‘Complete then on your 
part (kai tpets) the measure of your 
fathers,’ z.e. Go on to the measure of 
guilt that they reached. For the 
thought of rAnpdocare cf. 1 Thes. 
ii. 16, Gen. xv 16, Danw viiliezes 
2 Mace. vi. 14. kal tyes can 
hardly belong to the end of v. 31 
(Zahn); it would probably have 
come after viot éore. 

33. pets xTrA.] Vv. 33-36 are 
a Concluding Warning. The verse, 
peculiar to Mt., is an echo of the 
Baptist’s words (see on iii. 7, xii. 
34). wos gvynte; delib. conj. 
(Blass, § 64. 6); ‘how are you to 
escape?’ sc. so long as you continue 
to act as the offspring of your fathers. 
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Their escape is not judicially 
pronounced impossible. They were 
‘sons of Gehenna’ (v. 15) and fit for 
the ‘sentence of (being cast into) G.’ 
picts is virtually xptpa (cf. Suxaiwors 
Rom. v. 18), On Gehenna see y. 22. 

34. dua tovto] Therefore—that 
you may have an opportunity of 
completing the measure of your 
fathers. Lk. also has 8:4 rtovro: 
therefore—that you may have an 
opportunity of shewing your consent 
to the work of your fathers. 

idod éys ktA.] Lk. ‘the Wisdom 
of God said, I will send unto them.’ 
Mt. interprets this as referring to 
Christ Himself, and writes tuas for 
avrovs. It is often assumed that 
Jesus was quoting an apocryphal 
passage known to His hearers ; Spitta 
(Th. Stud. u. Kr., 1909, 355, Synopt. 
Grundschrift, 333 f.) suggests that it 
came from the ‘ Midrash of the book 
of the kings’ mentioned in 2 Chr. 
xxiv. 27. He may have done s0, 
but the words do not require it. If 
the Wisdom of God is God Himself in 
action (cf. xi. 19), Lk.’s expression is 
equivalent to ‘ Thus saith the Lord’ ; 
and Jesus echoes the language of 
2 Chr. xxiv. 19 (the story of 
Zachariah’s murder), cf. id. xxv. 
rs f, xxxvi. 15f. (dyyeAou and 
mpophrat). On the other hand Lk.’s 
droatéAovs is distinctively Christian, 
while Mt.’s ‘wise men and Scribes’ 
can be strictly Jewish; thus Lk. 
also interprets the Wisdom of God 
to mean Christ. But both probably 
preserve features of the original 
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utterance, which spokesimply of God’s 
dealings with the Jewish nation: 
‘Therefore the Wisdom of God (hath) 
said, Behold I am sending to them 
prophets, and wise men, and Scribes,’ 

e€ avtov KtX.] For the partitive é& 
(=}) cf. Lk. xxi. 16. Mt. expands 
Lk.’s two verbs dmoxtevotow Kal 
exdus£ovow: (1) ‘and crucify’ (the 
order ‘crucify and kill’ would be 
more natural) seems to be a reference 
to the Lord’s death; and perhaps 
the tradition of S. Peter’s death was 
known to him; (2) ‘scourge . 
from city to city’ may have been 
derived from x. 17, 23. 

35. drws €AGy KTA.] dyads, as 
before, is for Lk.’s 3rd pers. (ris 
yeveas tavrns). Lk. has 7d afua 
TavtTwv Tov mpopytov for the 
Hebraic wav aiwa Sdixaov (cf. Joel 
iii. [iv.] 19, Lam. iv. 13), and amo 
KataBoAns Kocpov (see on Mt. xiii. 
35) for the equally Hebraic ert rs 
ys, which probably refers to the 
sacred ‘land’ of Palestine to which 
bloodshed is a defilement (cf. Num. 
xxxv. 33f.). afua exyxvvvdpevov (on 
the form see Blass, § 17) is best 
represented by the single word 
‘bloodshed,’ the pres. ptcp. being 
timeless, The expression is echoed 
in Apoe. xviil. 24. 

amd Tov aiparos «TA.] Mts 
addition tov duxaiov (which may 
agree with aipatos or “APed, cf. 
Xxvii. 24) may have been due to 
some tradition or apocr. writing ; 
ef. Heb. xi. 4, 1 Jo. iii, 12. viod 
Bapaxéov is absent from Lk. The 
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name, whether written by Mt. or 
a scribe, was probably accidental, and 
due to familiarity with that of 
Zachariah son of Barachiah the 
prophet (Zach. i. 1), or of the Zach. 
named in Is. viii. 2 (uxx.). -The 
usual explanation is almost certainly 
_ right (see Add. n.) that the reference 
is to Z. son of Jehoiada the priest, who 
was slain ‘in the court of the house of 
Yahweh’ (2 Chr. xxiv. 20 ff.; see 
above on (Sov éyw droatéAAw KTAd.), 
and that the expression means all 
the martyrdoms related in the Heb. 
O.T. from Genesis to the last book 


murder (Jer. xxvi. 23) was chrono- 
logically later does not affect the. 
force of the words. In dy égovetoate 
(Lk. rot droAopevov) Mt. continues 
his use of the 2nd pers., which refers 
to the nation as a whole. 

36. dauyv xtA.] Lk. vai; see 
on vy. 18. Tatra mavra are all the 
acts of bloodshed ; they will ‘come,’ 
a.¢. be visited upon (Lk. ‘be required 
from’) the generation of Jews then 
living (see on xi. 16). The words 
express the nearness of the Judgment, 
and lead on to the lament in wv. 
37 ff., and the eschatological discourse 


2 Chron. The fact that Urijah’s and parables which follow. 


Additional Note on Zachariah son of Barachiah. 


Origen accepts a tradition, mentioned also by Chrys., that the Z. 
referred to was the Baptist’s father (cf. Prot. Jac. 23). Many explain it as 
the Z. son of Baruch or Barischaeus, who, after being acquitted of planning 
to betray Jerusalem to Vespasian, was murdered in a.p. 68-9, by two 
Zealots in the midst of the temple (Jos. BJ. Iv. v. 4). Bapaxiov may have 
been a scribal gloss later than 69; but if not, and if this is the Zachariah 
referred to, the whole passage, used by Mt., Lk., must have been interpolated 
in Q later than that date. And there are other difficulties. (1) The Scribes 
and Pharisees, who are rebuked as responsible for the murder, themselves 
belonged to the classes of whom the Zealots murdered 12,000 at about the 
same time as Zachariah’s death. (2) Not being a priest, he was unlikely 
to have been ‘between the temple and the altar.’ (3) Jesus says in effect, 
‘you will kill prophets who will be sent to you, in order that all the past 
guilt of your fathers may be visited on you’; this is deprived of all point 
if the guilt of the generation whom He addressed is included in ‘all the 
bloodshed from Abel to Zachariah.’ 

On the other hand, if Bapaxéov is a mere slip, Z. son of Jehoiada 
answers all requirements. Jerome (in Mat.) says that in the Naz. Gosp. 
‘filium Joiadae reperimus scriptum’; and an old scholion on Mt. runs 
Zaxapiav 5é tov “Ilwdaé Aéyer* Sudvupos yap Fv. Chrys. mentions the latter 
as a current explanation. Since Jehoiada was a priest, his son probably 
was also, so that he could be ‘between the temple and the altar.’ This 
may have been a traditional explanation of ‘the court of the house of 
Yahweh’ (2 Chr.); in the Talm. and Midr. it is discussed in which court 
Zachariah was killed, and it is decided that it was in the court of the priests, 
#.e. near the altar (see Zahn, ad loc). And this is borne out by Lk.’s éx(nt7}Oy 
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76 aiua, As Abel’s blood cried for vengeance, so Zachariah, when he was 
being murdered, cried ‘May Yahweh look upon it and require it? 
(WON). uxx. has kal xpudrw, but aiva éx(yretv is a common LXxx. 
equivalent for ‘require blood’ (eg. Gen. xlii. 22, 2 Regn. iv. 11). Lk. may 
have consciously imitated O.T. language, but on the other hand Mt.’s éA@y 
ep vpuas may be based on ‘His blood be on us and on our children’ 
(xxvil. 25). See the discussion of the whole passage by Dom Chapman, 
JThS., Apr. 1912, 398-412. Zachariah’s story played a considerable part 
in rabb. traditions, some of which go back to an early date; see Allen, 


DCG. i. 171, Nestle, HapT. xiii. 562, ZNW., 1905, 198-200. 


37-39. (Lk. xiii. 34f.) Apo- 


STROPHE TO JERUSALEM. 

The variations between Mt. and 
Lk. are slight; the passage must 
have stood in Q very much in its 
present form. But its original 
position cannot be determined. 
Stanton (Gospp. as Hist. Doc. ii, 96) 
suggests that it preceded Lk. xvii. 
22-37, which Mt. includes in ch. 
xxiv. Harnack, following Schmiedel, 
‘attaches v. 37f. to vv. 34-36 as 
part of the quotation from the con- 
jectured apocryphal writing, which 
was given in Q, but (it is supposed) 
clearly indicated as a quotation ; 
and he finds in it a difference of 
style from that of the words of 
Jesus in Q, in the fact that Q uses 
ws, not ov tpémov. If Mt. preserves 
its true position, v. 37 possibly formed 
part of the words that Jesus ascribed 
to the Wisdom of God. But there 
is nothing which forbids the whole 
passage to be understood as an 
exclamation by Jesus Himself. 

37. lepovoaAnp KrA.] Mt. adopts 
the form of the name from Q, where 
it represented the Aram. form used 
by Jesus; elsewhere he always has 
the Gk. form (see on ii. 1), including 
two sayings of Jesus (v. 35, xx.-18), 
the latter from Mk., the former from 


a source the nature of which is un- 
certain (see p. 101). The participles 
with the art., representing the Semitic 
idiom for the vocative, are almost 
substantives, ‘the killer of . . . the 
stoner of . . .’ (Moulton, i. 127); 
hence the use of airy for ce (ef. 
Lk. i. 45). 

moodKis KTA.] If these are the 
words of the Wisdom of God, they 
may refer to the many occasions in 
the national history on which God 
gave to Jerusalem opportunities of 
submitting trustfully to Him. But 
Jesus Himself is probably the subj. 
of 76éAnoa. Wellhausen explains 
that He had often tried, through 
the apostles, to draw (erurvvayayecy, 
wI3) the Jews into His cvvaywy} 
(SNW33) or Church. But the simile 
of the bird suggests something more 
personal and immediate. The words 
need not imply many previous visits 
to Jerusalem, though our records are 
so fragmentary that this is not im- 
possible ; even those recorded in the 
4th Gosp. were hardly numerous 
enough to account for rood«is. Jesus 
may have meant ‘ How often (when 
I was away in Galilee) did I long 
to come to Jerusalem and gather 
you all into My discipleship and 
protect you in the coming Judg- 
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ment; and now that I have come, 
you have refused to be gathered.’ 
ervovvayayeiv is for the late and 
colloquial -é£a. which Lk. may have 
found in Q (M.-M. Vocab. sv. dyw). 
dv tpdmov (Ac. i, 11, 2 Tim. iii, 8) 
is frequent in the 1rxx. for WN3, 
etc. For the simile cf. Deut. xxxii, 
11, Is. xxxi. 5, Ps:xxxvi.7. voociov, 
usually veoraiov, is the dimin. of the 
commoner vooods, veooods. Lk. has 
the collective voocud, ‘brood’ (R.V.). 
For both cf. Ps. Ixxxiii. [Ixxxiv.] 4, 
‘ Hen’ and ‘chickens’ (Engl. versions) 
wrongly suggest a particular bird. 
The mother bird is more suitable to 
the simile than the masc., and need 
not point to Wisdom (co¢ia, 1237) 
as the speaker. 

38. i8ot xtX.] The presence of 
God, which would have saved you 
in the coming Judgment through 
Me, His Representative and Prophet, 
is now finally deserting you. ofkos 
is not the temple only, but the city 
with the temple as its centre, which 
is virtually the nation ; cf. Jer. xii. 7, 
‘T have forsaken My house, I have 
cast off My heritage,’ Enoch Ixxxix. 
56, ‘He forsook their house and 
tower’ (ze. city and temple); and 
other passages quoted by Allen. 
tpiv is a dat. incomm., ‘to your 
sorrow. The addition of épnpos, 
perhaps due to Jer. xxii. 5, expresses 
a different thought, the destruction 
of the city by the Romans. 


39. Aéyw ydép xtA.] Lk. omits 
yap (by which Mt. explains more 
carefully that the Lord’s absence 
from the city involves its desertion 
by God) and am’ dprt. The quota- 
tion from Ps. cxvii. [cxviii] 26, 
evAoynuevos KTX., was shouted by 
the crowd at the Entryinto Jerusalem 
(see on xxi. 9), and was not in itself 
Messianic. Lk. places. the present 
passage before the Entry, so that the 
words are a prediction of it, and, like 
Mt., understands them as Messianic ; 
but as Mt. places them they gain 
their full force: ‘God is deserting 
you, because I am about to depart 
by death ; and you will not see Me 
till I return as the heavenly Messiah.’ 
FoF éx” dpri cf xxvi. 29,164,2i 
each case referring to the immediate 
coming of the End (elsewhere only 
Jo. xiii. 19, xiv. 7, Apoc. xiv. 13). 


XRUVs Ty Qin (MEK xara de ik sexes 
5f) Tur DeEstRucTION oF THE 
TEMPLE FORETOLD. 


1. kal, €£eAOov xrXr.] All the 
discourses since xxi. 23 have been 
placed in the temple. Mk., Lk. 
prefix to these verses the incident 
of the widow’s mite, which in Mk. 


- follows the saying about ‘devouring 


widows’ houses.’ Mt.’s omission of 
the incident was probably to bring the 
verses into conjunction with ‘ your 
house is left unto you’ (xxiii. 38). 
kat mpoondOov xrX.] In Mk. the 
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speaker is ‘one of the disciples’; 
Lk. has twwv Aeydvtwv, both with 
an expression of admiration, in Mk. 
for the size of the stones and the 


building, in Lk. for the beauty of. 


the stones and the dedicated objects 
(cf. 2 Mace. ix. 16). . Herod’s temple 
is described in Jos. BJ. v. v., and 
its stones are stated (Ant. xv. xi. 3) 
to have measured c. 25x8x12 
cubits. 


2. aunv xtX.] Mt. alone: gives 
the formula; see on vy. 18. The 
destruction is pictured in general 
terms. The actual destruction was 
by fire. For Aifos éri AiGov ef. 
Hag. ii. 15; and for xatadvew of 
the destruction of a building cf. 4 
Regn. xxv. 10 (A), 2 Esd. v. 12 (A). 


3-36. 
7-33-) 
THINGS. 

Some predictions of Jesus con- 
cerning the nearness of the End 
probably formed the basis upon 
which a Jewish-Christian writer 
compiled a series of sayings, many 
of them couched in the conventional 
language of Jewish eschatology. This 
theory of a Small Apocalypse is 
widely accepted, in various forms, 
by modern writers. See the works 
cited by Moffatt, LNT? 209. Those 
who reject it offer different explana- 
tions, eg. B. Weiss, Quellen des 
Lucasev. 105-14, J. Weiss, ThStKr., 
1892, 246-70, and Das dlt. Ev. 273- 
83, Zahn, IntrNT. i. 224, ii. 500, 
571 f., and Comm. on Mt. Bacon, 
IntrNT. 211, and Beg. of Gosp. Hist., 
Clemen, ThLZ., 1902, 523 ff, Spitta, 
ThStKr., 1909, 348-401. The last 
stands almost alone in maintaining 
the ‘superiority of Lk.’s account deal- 
ing with the fall of Jerusalem, which 
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he thinks Mt. and Mk. have trans- 
formed into a prediction of a cosmic 
catastrophe. The contents of the 
little document are grouped round 
three main predictions (cf. Apoc.ix. 12, 
xi. 14), which are found in Mk. xiii. 
v. 8, vv. 14, 17-20, vv. 24-27. There 
is some difference of opinion as to its 
whole extent, various writers assign- 
ing to it (in addition to the three 
main predictions) more or less of Mk. 
VU 5=75 12; 15, 10, 21, 22, 28-30; 
The compiler of it gave some doubt- 
less genuine sayings of Jesus, and 
also some that reflect a later date 
when Christians had begun to realize 
that some delay must be expected 
before the Parousia. The delay 
would not, indeed, be long, because 
Jesus had declared that the End 
would come within that generation 
(Mk. v, 30, Mt. v. 34); but certain 
events must precede it. This docu- 
ment reflects distinctively Christian 
conditions. That it was Jewish- 
Christian, and not purely Jewish, 
is clear also from the fact that Mk. 
was willing to incorporate it and 
ascribe it to Jesus. Mt. and Lk., 
on the basis of Mk., compiled their 
discourses each in his own way. 
Mt. adds a few verses to Mk., includ- 
ing three sayings from Q (vv. 26-28, 
which Lk. gives in an eschatological 
passage xvii. 22-37), and summarizes 
briefly in v. 9 the sayings on the per- 
secution of Christ’s disciples (Mk. vv. 
9, 11, 12) which he has already added 
to the discourse at the Mission of the 
Twelve (x. 17-21). Lk. frames his 
discourse to bear mainly on the destruc- 
tion of Jerusalem. Mt. and Mk. seem 
to assume that this will be one of the 
events preceding the Parousia, since 
they, like Luke, place the discourse 
in conjunction with the incident in 
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vv. I, 2; but the discourse, as they 
record it, speaks neither of temple 
nor city being destroyed. The date 
of the Small Apocalypse was probably 
a little after a.p. 60, ‘when it was 
felt that “the birth-throes” were 
beginning, while trials of greater 
intensity, though of the same general 
character, might well be anticipated ’ 
(Stanton). 

The discourse in Mt., Mk. is as 
follows :— 

1. (a) Warning. False Messiahs, 
and wars, must precede the End (Mk. 
5-7, Mt. 4-6). 

(b) The Beginning of the Pangs 
(Mk. 8, Mt. 7, 8). 

2. (a) Warning. You will suffer 
persecutions (Mk. 9-13, Mt. 9-14). 

[Mt.. 10-12 adds a prediction of 
false prophets, and apostasy.] 

(b) The Clomax of the Pangs (Mk. 
14-20, Mt. 15-22). 

3. (a) Warning. False Messiahs 
and false prophets will deceive (Mk. 
21-23, Mt. 23-25). 

[Mt. 26-28 adds (from Q=Lk. 
xvii. 23 f., 37) a warning that the 
Parousia will be sudden. ] 

(b) Cosmic Catastrophe at the 
Parousia (Mk. 24—27, Mt. 29-31). 

4. The End is near. (a) A parable 
(Mk. 28, 29, Mt. 32, 33). 


(6) A statement (Mk. 30-32, Mt. 


34-36). 

Epilogue teaching the necessity of 
watchfulness :— 

Mk. 33-37. Parable of slaves 
watching for their master. 

Mt. 37—-xxv. 46. Warning from 
the example of the Flood, followed 
by a series of parables. 

(Lk. 34-36 gives a warning, with- 
out a parable.) 


3. KaOnpevov xtd.] The Lord 
has now moved to the Mt. of Olives, 
the discourse being thus separated 
from the incident in vv. 1, 2, though 
the first of the questions asked (rdre 
Tavra éorat) refers to the destruction 
of the temple. Lk. makes this re- 
ference still clearer by omitting to 
relate the change of scene. The 
discourse in Mt., Mk. supplies no 
answer to this question. But if Mk., 
as is probable, wrote just before a.D. 
70, he must have realized that the 
fall of the city and temple was 
imminent, but understood the dis- 
course to mean that the troubles now 
threatening were not the immediate 
sign of the End. Mt., who wrote 
after 70, could use the same discourse 
to encourage readers who were dis- 
appointed that although the city 
had fallen the Parousia was still 
delayed. And Lk., dealing more 
freely with his material, offers the 
same encouragement with an explicit 
reference to the fall of the city. 

kat idiav] The discourse is a 
secret revelation to a chosen few— 
a standing feature of Jewish apoca- 
lypse. Mk. confines it to Peter, James, - 
John, and Andrew. 

kal ti Ktd.] ovvtedX. 7. aidvos 
(see xiii. 39) is a technical phrase 
formed out of Mk.’s drav pédAn 
tavta ovvredXcioOar mavta (Lk. 
tatTa yiverOa.). THs ons Tapovoias 
is added by Mt.; the subst. is con- 
fined in the synn. to this chapter of 
Mt. (vv. 27, 37, 39) but in the 
Epistles is frequently used of Christ’s 
Advent. In the Lxx. it occurs in 
the late books Neh. Judith, 2, 3 
Macc., but never with an eschato- 
logical force. In class. Gk. it tends 
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érepe@dceral yap 
rather to the meaning ‘presence’ 
than ‘arrival’; but the latter is 
illustrated by its use in papyri (2nd 
and 3rd cent. a.) for the visit of 
a king or other official. See Milligan, 
Thess. 145 f., who suggests that the 
Apost. writers derived its use from 
Mt. But perhaps the organization 
of the empire was already leading 
to its use for an official visit, and 
Christians adopted it for the visit of 
their King. Such expressions as 
Sevtépa tapovoia (Chrys.), secundus 
adventus (Jer.), ‘my second coming’ 
(Secr. Enoch xxxii. 1), ‘ the last com- 
ing’ (id. xlii. 5) were natural from the 
Christian point of view, but since 
Christ was not yet invested with 
Messianic glory, ‘arrival’ could be 
used as correctly in the case of the 
Christian as of the Jewish Messiah. 


4-6. (Mk. vv. 5-7, Lk. vv. 8 fi) 
- Warning. False Messiahs, and Wars, 
must precede the End. 

4. Kat dmoxpiOeis KTA.] Mk. 
npéato éyew (see on Xili. 54). 
Brérere py (so Mk., Lk.) in bibl. 
Gk. occurs only in the N.T.; cf. dpa 
pn (viii. 4). 

5. modAot yap KTA.] False claim- 
ants will arrogate to themselves My 
powers, ‘making use of My name’ 
(see Heitmiiller, Im Namen Jesu, 63), 
ae. the name of Messiah which I 
bear. Mt. for clearness adds 6 
xpurrds to the vague boast eyd etpu 
(Mk., Lk.). No such definite claim 
to Messiahship is known till that of 
Barkokba in the reign of Hadrian ; 


€@noc értl €ONoc Kal BaciAefa ert BaciAefan, 7 


but other claims were made which 
deceived many (cf. Ac. v. 36 f., viii. 
9, xxi. 38), and such are frequently 
mentioned by Josephus in the course 
of the Jewish war. The masses 
welcomed each thero as he appeared 
(see Volz, Jiid. Hsch. 209), since the 
popular mind still thought not of 
a heavenly but a purely human 
Messiah. Cf. Trypho in Just. Dial. 
xlix., dvOpwros e€ dvOpdrwv yevi- 
ETO. 

6. peddnoere xTX.] Wars then 
being waged, and wars ‘commonly 
expected and on all men’s tongues’ 
(Swete). The plur. dxoai elsewhere 
in the N.T. means ‘ears’; but ef. 
1 Regn. ii. 24 b, Dan. xi. 44 (Theod.), 
dkoal . . .. Tapdgovewy adrovs. For 
ak, ToAguwv Lk. has dxatracracias, 
restless revolts against Roman author- 
ity. On opare see ix. 30. Opoeiv 
act. ‘to ery aloud,’ pass. (in late Gk.) 
‘to be frightened’ (at a cry or 
rumour); cf. Cant. v. 4, 2 Thes. ii. 
2 (a similar warning against a too 
immediate expectation of the End). 

det ydp xrd.] These occurrences 
are divinely decreed (see on xvi. 21). 
For réAos in this technical sense the 
Lxx. has wépas (Am. viii. 2, Ez. vii. 
2 f., etc., Theod. Dan.’). 


7,8 (Mk.v.8,Lk.10f) The 
Beginning of ‘ Pangs.’ 
7. eyepOnoetar KtA.] ydp (Mt., 


Mk.) which links the verse with the 
preceding, is absent from Lk., who 
introduces the saying with Téte 
édeyev avrois, suggesting that he 
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knew the saying independently of 
Mk., and unconnected with the fore- 
going warning. 

The horrors described are not 
local disturbances, but are spread 
over the known world; nations and 
kingdoms are in hostility with one 
another (not each divided against 
itself, as in’ xii. 25, Is. xix. 2). It 
was a commonplace of Apocalyptic 
that. universal war would be a sign of 
the End ; cf. Ber. xlii. (Wiinsche p. 
194) ‘When thou seest the kingdoms 
fighting against one another, look 
and expect the foot of the Messiah’ ; 
and see Sib. iii. 538, 635 ff, 660f, 
v. 361, 4 Esd. xiii. 29-31, Sanh. 
97a (Volz, Jud. Esch. 182). 

kat é€govtas xTA.] Famine and 
earthquake as instruments of divine 
punishment are frequent in O.T. 
prophecy. The former is constantly 
coupled with ‘the sword’ in Jerem., 
and is connected in late apocalypses 
with the age of Antichrist (see 
Bousset, Antichr. Legend, 195 ff.); 
the latter is a marked eschatological 
feature (cf. Ez, xxxviii. 19 f., Hag. 
ii. 6 f., Zach. xiv. 4 f., Enoch i. 6; 
and see Apoc. viv 12 ff, xi. 13, 
xvi. 18). Mk. confines kata témrous 
to: oewrpol, which is perhaps Mt.’s 
intention also, Lk. to Aowot Kal 
Aoi. Lk. alone adds PdBnrpa te 
Kal onpeta dar’ ovtpavod peydra 
éotat, of which his v. 25 (=Mt. vw 
29) is the immediate sequel. 


8. ravra xt.] They are only the 
‘beginning of pangs’; the Birth is 
not yet. Lk. omits the verse. The 
thought of the birth-pangs which 
issue in the Messianic age (cf. maAuv- 
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yeveoio, xix. 28) is expressed in rabb. 
writings collectively as ‘the pang 
ban) of the Messiah’; cf. Sanh. 98 b 
(ascribed to Elieser ben Hyrkanos, ¢. 
A.D. 100), Mechilta, 50 b, Shabb.118a, 
Keth. 111 a. 


9-14. (Mk. wv. 9-13, Lk. w. 
12-19.) Warnings of Persecution ; 
false prophets and apostasy. 

g. tote kTA.] The verse summar- 
izes in a word or two the predictions 
which Mt. has already inserted in_ 
x. 17-21 (see notes there). This 
brevity causes rapaddcovow to be 
impers.; in x. 17 the subj. is 
avOpwrot. And OAtyus sums up the 
trials in the courts and scourgings 
in the synagogues. In x. 22a Tov 
éOvwv is absent (as in Mk.); its 
addition here, like that of kal rots 
éOveowv in x. 18, implies a later 
development of Christianity, and a 
longer interval before the End. Lk.’s 
addition kal Oplé éx THs Kehads 
bpoav od pr drdéAntout, which, if 
literal, contradicts Oavardcovow é& 
tpov, must be understood spiritu- 
ally, as equivalent to xkrycerOe Tas 
Yuxds twov. It is quite different 


‘from the saying in Mt. x. 30, Lk. 


Xilee7e 

10. kat tore KTA.] Vo. 10-12 
are peculiar to Mt. The thought of 
family divisions (x. 21) is here trans- 
formed into that of the apostasy of 
Christians: many will stumble at 
persecution, and will deliver up their 
fellow Christians. On oxavédadé(ew 
see v. 29; the same word is used 
of Jews kal’ dpay ths cvvredcias 
(Dan. xi. 4of.); and see Volz, Jiid. 
Esch. 179. 
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II. kat wodAol KTA.] On yevdso- 
mpopytat see vii. 15. They are not 
false claimants to Messiahship (v. 5), 
from whom they are distinguished 
in v. 24, but false Christian teachers. 
For éyepOjcovrat, ‘raised up on the 
stage of history,’ see xi. 11; it im- 
plies that their appearance was by 
divine ordinance, to tést the faith- 
fulness of Christians. 

12. kat dud xtX.] wANOivey in 
connexion with sins is frequent in 
_the txx. Mt. possibly alludes to 
Dan. xii. 4 (with MY9 for NYT) ina 
translation known to him; cf. Lxx. 
with Theod. On dvoyia see vii. 23. 
The increasing wickedness, one of 
the signs preceding the End (4 Esd. 
vy. 2, 10, Enoch xci. 7), will prove 
too much for the majority (7. roAA@r) 
of Christians ; the example, and the 
fear, of men will cool the ardour 
of their love; cf. Apoc. iii. 15 f. 
dydérn, elsewhere in the synn. Lk. 
xi. 42 only, but occurring in every 
other book of the N.T. except Ac., 
Jam., is used of ‘love to God’ in 
Wisd. iii. 9, vi. 18, Sir. xlviii. 11 ; 
apart from the uxx. the only pre- 
Christian passage in which it is 
known in this sense is Philo, Quod 
Deus Immut. § 14 (Mangey, i. 283). 

13. 6 6¢ KTA,] See on x. 22b. 
Lk. has ev TH dropovy DMOv cor 
ceobe Tas Puxas tpor. 

14. Kal knpvxOjoeras kTr.] Mk. 
v. 10, which Mt. represents by Kai 
trois €Oveow in x. 18 (see note), is 
now reproduced at a later point in 


“Orav odv iSnte 16 BAdAyrMa 15 


the discourse. tovro is added to 
Mk.’s 7d evayyéduov (cf. xxvi. 13). 
‘This Gospel of the Kingdom’ (see 
on iv. 23, 1x. 35) means ‘the good 
tidings in this discourse that the 
Kingdom is near” Mk.’s ravra ra 
€Ovy are the nations of the Roman 
empire, the civilized world, as Mt. 
(tH oikovpévy) understood. Mission 
preaching throughout that area would 
not seem to the writer to require 
more than a few years to accomplish. 
It was the ambition of S. Paul. 
But had the words been a genuine 
utterance of Jesus Himself, it is 
difficult to think that S. Peter and 
the other apostles could have acted 
as they did; see Gal. ii. 7 ff, Ac. 
x.-xi, 18. 


15-22. (Mk. wv. 14-20, Lk. ww. 
20-24.) The Climac of the ‘ Pangs.’ 

15. dtav oby KTX.] ovdv connects 
the section with the preceding 7d 
téXos. Mk. drav dé introduces a 
new stage in the progress of events. 
‘The abomination of desolation,’ 
an allusion to Daniel, as Mt. notes, 
is the Lxx. equivalent for ppen 
nn (Dan. xi. 31) and ony yipy 
(xii. 11), ‘an abominable thing that 
layeth waste, referring to ix. 27. 
The writer of Dan. refers to the 
heathen altar, and probably an 
image of Zeus Olympios (see BDB. 
sv. YIP), which Antiochus Epiph. 
erected in the temple (1 Mace. i. 54, 
59, Vi. 7, 2 Mace. vi. 1-5), and 
which ‘laid waste’ the Jewish wor- 
ship and the sanctity of the temple. 
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In Mk. the reference is vague and 
cryptic, the mase. éornkdra implying 
a person or personification, who will 
stand drov ov dei. Mt. notes the 
fulfilment of prophecy (rd fnOév 
KTA., see on i. 22); he makes the 
grammatical correction éords, and 
writes éy térw dyiw, which may 
mean Jerusalem (2 Mace. iii. 1 f.), or 
even the Holy Land generally, but 
probably the temple (Ac. vi. 13, xxi. 
28). Lk. interprets the BdeAvypa 
as KukXAovpevny brd oTpaTtoredwy 
*TepoveaAnp, but echoing Dan. by 
adding rote yvare dtu Hyyexev 
épjpwors adtns. Some expositors 
think of the desecration -of the 
temple by Zealots just before Titus 
besieged the city (Jos. BJ. Iv. iil. 
6-8, vi. 3); others of some action 
by the Romans similar to that of 
Antiochus: ¢.g. Pilate’s introduction 
into the city of the standards bear- 
ing the image of Caesar (BJ. 1. ix. 
2), Caligula’s attempt to set up his 
own statue in the temple (Ant. xviII. 
viil. 8), the erection of Vespasian’s 
equestrian statue in the Holy of 
Holies (Jer.), or of the statue of 
Titus on the site of the ruined 
temple (Chrys.). But the mysterious 
vagueness of Mk.’s masc. extnkéTa, 
with no reference to city or temple, 
is probably an allusion to the dread 
figure of Antichrist, analogous to 
the ‘Man of Lawlessness’ in 2 Thes. 
ll, 4, Whose appearance is preceded 
by a ‘revolt’ from God; cf. Matt. 
v. 12, Did. xvi. 4, avfavotons yap 
dvowias ... Kal Tote pavycerar 6 
KorporAdvos. This cryptic language 
is unlike anything attributed to Jesus 
elsewhere. The author of the passage 
shared the widespread Jewish expecta- 


tion of the coming of Anti-Christ (see 
Bousset, Anti-Chr. Legend). 

6 dvaywdoKov voeitw] So Mk. 
This can hardly be a call by the 
writer of the Apocalypse to his 
readers to note carefully what it says. 
The compiler of Mk. who assigned 
the whole discourse to Jesus could 
not have been so careless as to betray 
the extraneous origin of the passage 
by leaving the expression untouched. 
It may quite well be a remark 
added by himself: ‘Let the reader 
note the new and terrible meaning 
which is given to the words in Daniel.’ 
For the use of voety cf. 2 Tim. ii. 7, 
Jer. ii. 10. 

16. téTe KTA.] The hills of Judaea 
abounded in caves and safe hiding- 
places;.cf. 1 Mace. ii. 28, Ez. vii. 
16. In Lk. the flight is from the 
besieging armies, in Mt., Mk. from 
the persecutions to be waged by 
Antichrist. It cannot be an ex 
eventw reference to the flight of 
Christians to Pella (see on x. 23), 
for Pella was not in the mountains, 
but at'the foot of the eastern range, 
in the Jordan valley, about 17 m. 
south of the Lake of Galilee, and 
would be reached by travelling up 
the valley. 

17. 06 ext Tov Swparosi ktX.] The 
warning not to come down is difficult 
after the command to flee. In Mt. 
the emphasis might be on dpar— 
not that he is not to come down at 
all, but that he is not to attempt 
to save his property; but in Mk., 
py KataBdtw pndé ciceAOdtw, the 
coming down itself is expressly for- 
bidden. Holtzmann supposes that 
the flight is to be across the roofs 
of the neighbouring houses! Vv, 
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17, 18 (Mk. 15, 16) can hardly have 
stood in the Apocalypse (see next 
verse). They find a parallel in Lk. 
XViil. 31, which speaks of the sudden- 
ness of ‘the day when the Son of 
Man is revealed, and the warning 
let him not turn back’ is illustrated 
by reference to Lot’s wife, following 
the description of the sudden over- 
throw of Sodom. In the present 
passage Lk. employs the insertion 
in Mk., but alters it by a reference 
to Jerusalem, ‘and let those who are 
in the midst of it (avrjs) depart, 
and those who are in the country 
parts not enter into it (adrjv),’ where 
the pronouns, which refer to the city, 
occur very abruptly after ‘ Judaea.’ 
But his first clause, ‘Then let them 
that are in Judaea flee to the moun- 


tains, has perhaps been added by 


copyists by harmonization with Mt., 
Mk., so that the pronouns are the 
continuation of 7 épjywos adrns 
(Wellh., Spitta). 

18: kat 6 év ktX.] Mk. eis tov 
dypov; see Moulton, i. 63, 234 f. 
Gpar Td iwatiov avrovd (so Mk.) is 
absent from Lk. xvii. 31; it supplies 
an object for which the labourer 
would turn back. Vv. 17, 18 in 
their original context meant that 
neither the leisured man on the roof, 
nor the field labourer, must attempt 
to save their property; they must 
be ready to meet the Son of Man 
bereft of everything. 

19. ovat dé xtX.] The continua- 
tion of v. 16. Alas for those who 
cannot flee; it were better to be 
childless (cf. Lk. xxiii. 29). ovaé 
(see on xviii. 7) and év éxelv. T. 7p. 


wa my yevntar 4 dvy) tpav 20 
gorat yap TOTE ONyic peyddn 21 


are echoes of many O.T. warnings. 
In Mt., Mk. it means ‘in the days 
of Antichrist,’ in Lk. ‘in the days of 
the siege.’ With the whole verse cf. 
Apoc. Bar. x. 13-16, referring to 
the fall of Jerusalem. 

20. mporevdyer Oe xtd.] In Mk. 
the subj. of yevnras is not expressed ; 
it refers to the catastrophe in general. 
Wintry or stormy weather would 
add a last horror to the situation. 
xeuodv is either ‘winter’ (Jo. x. 22, 
2 Tim. iv. 21) or ‘storm’ (xvi. 3, 
Ac. xxvii. 20). Wetstein and Light- 
foot quote a rabb. tradition that at 
the destruction of the first temple 
God lengthened the days, so that it 
occurred in the summer and not 
in the winter. pdé caSBdrw (Mt. 
only) has a strongly Jewish ring. 
In Maccabean days the pious had 
sacrificed themselves to slaughter for 
Sabbatarian scruples (1 Mace. ii. 31— 
38); and Jesus, though opposed to 
this (xii. 7, 12, Mk. ii. 27), could 
possibly have spoken the words 
knowing to what length the scruples 
might lead. But they have more 
probably been added by Mt. himself. 
If they were by the apocalyptist, 
Mk. must have omitted them for 
Gentile readers. 

21. éorat xrA.] An echo of Dan. 
xii. 1; cf. 1 Mace. ix. 27 and Ass. 
Mos, viii. (a reference to Antichrist 
contemporary with the evangelists) : 
‘veniet in eos ultio et ira, quae talis 
non fuit in illis a saeculo usque ad 
illum tempus” Mk.’s évovra: yap 
at apepar exeivae Oris, a Semitic 
idiom (Ges. K. § 145 c¢.d.), possibly 
points to a reading NYO for NY in 
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Dan. lc. ofa is for Mk.’s ofa ro.atrn 
=D WN (cf. ‘quae talis, Ass. 
Mos.), and koopov for Mk.’s xricews 
nv éxticev 6 Oeds. Lk. transforms 
the Odipus of the days of Antichrist 
into ‘great distress (avdyxy) upon 
the land, and wrath unto this people,’ 
and in the next verse gives a pre- 
diction of the sack of Jerusalem, 
not in detail, but in general terms 
suggested by the O.T. (for raroupyéevyn 
cf. Zach. xii. 3, Dan. viii. 13, 1 Macc. 
lii. 45, 51, iv. 60; and see Ps. Sol. 
li. 20, xvii. 25, Apoc. xi. 2). 

22. kal ef pn KTA.] Mk. éxo- 
AdBwoev Kivpros (717) ras yuépas. 
For the vb. (lit. ‘amputate’) cf. 
2 Regn. iv. 12. The meaning is either 
that the period of Antichrist’s sway 
is limited (cf. the fixed periods in 
Dan. viii. 14, ix. 24-27, xii. 7, 11 f.), 
or that the days themselves were 
made shorter than 24 hours; cf. 
v. 20, Ep. Barn. iv. 3 (according to 
J. Weiss not a reference to Mt., but 
to some Jewish work): ‘To this end 
the Master hath cut short (cvvte- 
tunkev) the seasons and the days, 
that His Beloved might hasten, and 


come to his inheritance.” And see 
Volz, Jiid. Esch. 164 f., Bousset, 
Antichr. Legend, 218 f. éxXexrovs 


(see on xxii. 14) is for Mk.’s redundant 
éxd. ods e€eAéEato, and the fut. 
KoAoBwOjcovra: for his proph. aor. 
Lk. omits the verse since it does 
not deal with the destruction of 
Jerusalem. 


23-25. (Mk. w. 21-23.) Warn- 
ing against false Messiahs and false 
prophets. 

23. tote xTA.] The words are 
represented by Mt., Mk. as spoken 
after the tribulation of Antichrist, 
as though yet further delay must be 
expected before the Parousia; but. 
this conflicts with ej@éws xrA. in 
v. 29, which forms the true sequel 
of v. 22, idod de xrA. is spoken 
not by the deceivers but, as in v. 26, 
by those who are excited and misled 
by their claims. For 8... dde 
(Mk. Gde . . . exe’) cf. Exod. ii. 12, 
3 Regn. xviii. 45, xxi. 40. | 

24. éyepOjoovra KTA.] On the 
verb see v. I1. The false Messiahs 
(cf. v. 5) and the false prophets (cf. 
v. II, vii. 15) are allied, but not 
identical. The false claimants of 
the Messiah’s office are to be distin- 
guished from dvrixpurtos (1 Jo. ii. 
18) whose opposition is focused in 
the avtixpwrros. The latter origin- 
ates in Jewish thought; the former 
is probably of Christian coinage. In 
kat Sdcovew (Mk. rowmoovorv) Mt. is 


_ influenced by Deut. xiii. 1 [2], éav... 


mpopytns S@ cor onpetov 7) Tépas, 
‘Sign’ and ‘ portent’ (MIN and N59, 
see Driver, Deut. 75) are often com- 
bined in the O.T., especially in Deut. 

25. dod KTA.] Mk. tyeis 88 
PAérere* mp. iu. wavra. If some - 
of the elect could be deceived, the 
apostles, being forewarned, should be 
safe. In Mk. this forms the close 
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of the warning; Mt. adds to it, and 
therefore omits rdyra. 


20-25,. (Lk. xvii. “231, 37.) 
Warning of the suddenness of the 
Parousia. 

26. éav ody KTA.] Mt, with a 
connecting oty (Lk. kal épovouy), 
enriches the discourse with a passage 
from another context in Q. V. 26 
is possibly a doublet of v. 23; in Lk. 
idod éxel iSod de the similarity is 
closer; this is interpreted in Mt., 
or in his recension of Q, as ‘out 
yonder in the wilderness’ and ‘here 
in our midst but concealed ’ (cf. Deut. 
xxxii, 25, €£wOev ... Kal x TOV Ta- 
peiwv). Some might expect a Messiah 
who, like other revolutionary leaders, 
proclaimed Himself openly ; others a 
Messiah who was preparing for His 
revolution in secret, and known only 
to a few (cf. Jo. vil. 27); but no one 
who could be pointed out at a given 
place would be the real Messiah. 
On the form rapetov see vi. 6. For 
miotevonte (cf. v. 23) Lk. has du- 
énre, a class. use unique in bibl. Gk. 
The Pauline use to which Harnack 
refers is never with a personal object. 

27. womep KTA.] Cf. Apoc. Bar. 
liii. (with Charles’ notes) where the 
Messiah is symbolized by lightning 
on a cloud which illuminates the 
whole earth. The lightning is not 
only sudden (as in Lk. x. 18) but 
visible over a vast area; ‘no one 
will foresee it, and all will see it at 
once’ (Plummer). Cf. Ep. Jer. 60, 
Lucan x. 34 f, ‘fulmenque quod 
omnes Percuteret pariter populos.’ 
The O.T. expression ‘from East to 
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€av 9) TO TT@MAa, exe 28 


West’ (cf. viii. 11), Ze. in all quarters 
of the world, is interpreted by Lk. 
for Gentile readers as éx THs tro Tov 
ovpavov eis tiv dm otpavov (an 
ellipse which occurs in the Lxx., and 
is characteristic of Job). On the term. 
techn. mapovoia see v. 3; Lk. has 
the simpler 6 vi. 7. dvOp. [ev 7H 
nHEpG. adrov]; cf. v. 37. 

28. dmov édv krX.] A proverbial 
saying, perhaps current at the time. 
Cf. Job xxxix. 30. In Lk>xvi. 
37 it answers, or rather refuses 
to answer, the disciples’ question, 
‘Where Lord?’ But in Mt. it 
expresses inevitableness. Had Amos 
written it he might have said, ‘ Shall 
a corpse lie on the ground and the 
vultures not be gathered there?’ 
(cf. Am, iii, 3-8). It does not 
describe the Messiah descending from 
heaven upon the nation dead in sins, 
nor the false Messiahs and prophets 
making the people their prey, nor 
the eagles on the Roman standards 
in the attack on Jerusalem ; the last 
is not the subject dealt with either 
in Mt: or Lk. le. For rrama Lk. 
prefers c@pa, perhaps applying it in 
thought to the nation. derds, like 
73, stands for various kinds of eagles 
and vultures; see HDB. ‘ Hagle.’ 


29-31. (Mk. wv. 24-27, Lk. wv. 
25-28.) The Moment of the Parousia. 

29. ev0éws xrA.] This is the true 
sequel of w. 15 f, 19-22; the 
OAtfis is that of v. 21, the climax 
of the ‘Pangs’ being followed im- 
mediately by the End. In Mk. 
(aAAG ev exeivats Tals yuepars pETO, 
t. OX. éxeivnv) both the tribulation 
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(see Mk. vv. 17,19) and the Parousia 
are in ‘those days,’ z.e. they are 
successive events in the same period 
(see Burkitt, JTRS., Apr. 1911, 460); 
and dAAd adds a note of encourage- 
ment: the tribulation will be terrible 
(vv. 14-20), but the Parousia will 
follow it at once. Mt. is probably 
not more original, but only more 
circumstantial Mk. was unlikely 
to avoid his favourite evOéws, had it 
stood in his source. 

6 Atos KtA.] Convulsions of the 
heavenly bodies, normally so un- 
erring in obedience to God’s laws, 
were a standing feature of “Hebrew 
eschatology; see Is. xiii, 10, xxiv. 
21, 23, xxxiv. 4, Jer. im 23, Ez. 
xxxii, 7 f., Joel ii. 10, iii. 3 f. [Engl. 
ii. 30) 4), “Amv. 20; Zephii 15, 
Hag. ii. 6, 21, Enoch lxxx. 4, Test. 
Levi iv. 1, 4 Esd. v. 4, Ass. Mos. 
Ka Sigy Che 2s bebe allel 2A pOcmvas 
12 f. . mecovvrar: Mk. éecovras 
wirrtovtes, which, if not an Aramaism 
for the fut. verb, describes the scene 
in progress, star after star falling 
(Blass, § 62. 2). Lk. has ‘There 
shall be signs in the sun and moon 
and stars,’ followed by troubles on 
earth, ‘distress of nations, in per- 
plexity at the sound of the sea and 
brine . . . fear and expectation.’ 
The ‘ powers of the heavens’ are the 
Down N3Y¥; cf. Is. xxxiv. 4, Targ. 
Ps, xevi. 11 NOW YOON, They in- 
clude the sun, moon, and siars, to 
which they are added as a summary, 
as in Deut: iv. 19, xvii. 3, 4 Regn. 
Xxili. 5, Jer. viii. 2. cadevOjoovrat, 
generally of an earthquake, is ex- 
tended to the firmament; cf. Hag. ii. 6. 


rfic cal dyrovtas tON:yidN TOY 


30. kal tore xtd.] The great 
moment at last arrives. The first 
two clauses (to THs ys) are peculiar 
to Mt. The ‘sign of the Son of 
Man’ is connected with His Person, 
and is different from the ‘signs in 
the sun, moon, and stars. It may 
have been an eschatological feature 
known: to Mt.’s Jewish readers but 
not to us. Patr. writers thought of 
the sign of the Cross (see Swete on 
Mk. xiii. 26). It is possibly an 
allusion to the ensign (D2, Lxx. 
onpetiov, ctaonpov) which would be 
set up by Yahweh as a rallying-point 
for His dispersed people (Is. xi. 12, 
Xvill. 3, xlix. 22), and by the off- 
spring of the root of Jesse (Is. xi. 10 
Heb.),*a thought continued in the 
‘trumpet’ (v. 31) sounded for the 
gathering of the elect. onpetov in 
this case is something in the sky 
visible to all (see Bousset, Antichr. 
Legend, 232.) eg. a shining light 
surrounding the Son of Man, the 
d0€a roAAy of v. 31. Or, less prob- 
ably, it may be the sign consisting of 
the Son of Man. 

kal tore kéWovtat kTA.] Mt. has 
a double description of the same 
event: v. 30a the Parousia and the 
mourning of the tribes, v. 30b, 31 
the Parousia and the gathering of 
the elect. The words appear to be 
based on Zach. xii. 10 ff, xé~ovras 
én’ avrév ... Kdperat 1 yh Kara 
gvAdas gvdds,. but with a wider 
meaning, the prophet speaking only 
of the tribes of Israel, and the land 
of Palestine. Mt. differs both from 
the Heb. and Lxx., but agrees with 
Apoc. i. 7, where the quotation is 
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combined with another from Zach., 
which is also found in Jo. xix. 37, 
differing from Heb. and Lxx. Both 
in Mt. and Apoe. it is in conjunction 
with the passage from Dan. which 
follows. All these quotations were 
probably drawn from a collection of 
testimonia, in which stood a group 
of quotations bearing on the Parousia. 

kat 6Wovrat xtX.] An allusion 
to the crucial passage, Dan. vii. 13 f.: 
idod ért (Aram. OY, Theod. perd, so 
Mk. xiv. 62, Apoe. i. 7) rov vepeA@v 
TOU otpavod ws vids dvOpwrov 
npxeTo (Theod. épxdpuevos). Mk. has 
év vedéAas, Lk. ev vedédXy. The 
Tov vi. tov avOp. of the synn. is due 
to the Lord’s use of the Messianic 
title, which would naturally cause 
the inclusion of the passage among 
the testimonia. In xxvi. 64 the 
same form of the quotation is used. 

peta Suvdwews xTr.] So Lk.; 
Mk. p. Suv. roAARs Kal S0€., which 
probably means ‘with a great host 
and (with) glory,’ ze the host of 
angels who are mentioned in the 
next verse; see xvi. 27. In Mt., Lk. 
the meaning may be the same, if 
aoAAns agrees with both substs, (for 
Suv. zwoAAy in this sense cf. 2 Chr. 
xxiv. 24, Ez. xxxviii. 15); if with 
dogs only, peta Suvdpews is ‘with 
(a display of) power, or perhaps 
‘armed with (divine) power.’ 

31. Kat amooreAct xTX.] In xiii. 
41 it is said that the Son of Man 
will send His angels (avrov being 
added by Mt. as here; cf. xvi. 27), 
their task being to collect and destroy 


all that is bad; here it is to gather 
all that is good. In iii. 12 both 
actions are ascribed to the Messiah 
Himself. The ‘great trumpet’ (sing.) 
is not sounded by the angels; it is 
a well-known eschatological feature, 
which recalls Is, xxvii. 13, the 
gathering of the exiles 77 cdAmvyye 
TH peyarAy. Cf. Zach. ix, 14, Ps. 
Sol. xi. 1, 4 Esd. vi. 23, 1 Thes. iv. 
16, 1 Cor. xv. 52, Shemoneh Esreh 10 
(quoted by Allen). Behind the sym- 
bolism may lie the account of the 
Theophany in Exod. xix. 16, to which 
may be due the addition of dwr7js (see 
Appar.) ; cf. Blass, § 35. 6. 

Kal eéemuvvd€ovow xKTr.] Mk. 
eruovvager, omitting adrov as before. 
éri is ‘to the Son of Man’ in the 
clouds. Heaven and earth are de- 
stroyed, and nothing is said as to 
any place to which the elect will be 
finally gathered. See Milligan, and 
von Dobschiitz, on 1 Thes. iv. 17, 
which S. Paul utters év Adyw Kupiov, 
possibly areference to thesaying in this 
passage. Nor is a resurrection men- 
tioned, nor a physical transformation, 
asin 1 Cor. xv. For ék 7. Tero. av. 
cf. Ezek. xxxvii. 9, Dan. viii. 8, xi. 4, 
and especially Zach. ii. 6 [10] am’ 
axpwv KTA. strengthens the thought. 
The sky being a vault resting on the 
earth, the dxpa. (the plur. being due to 
the plur. ovpavoi) are the extremeedge 
where they are in contact. Cf. Deut. 
xxx. 4. The same idiom, but with 
yjjs for obpavav, occurs in Deut. xiii. 
7 [8], Jer. xii. 12. Mk. combines 
them: dm’ dkpov ys ews axp. 
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"Amd 8& Ths cuKhs wdbere THY mapaBodjy* 


> a A 
Stav Sn 6 KddS0s adThs yévnTar amadds Kal TA PvdAda 


e \ t : Sy. ew 
33 eKbUn, yuv@oKete StL eyyds TO Oépos' ovTwS Kal vpeEls, 


ef ” / la) , y eo by / pI een 6 Ye 

OTaV lonte TAVTA TAVTA, YLUWOKETE OTL EYYUS E€OTLW ETTL upals. 

> \ , CM Bint 4 > \ fA € \ A 4 x 
34auny réeyo tpiv Ste ov py TapeX\On N yevea aTH Ews av 


otpavav. Lk. omits the verse, but 
adds (v. 28), ‘And when these things 
begin to come to pass, lift up your- 
selves and raise your heads, because 
your redemption draweth nigh.’ 
But since totvrwy refers to the signs 
in w. 10 f., 25 f., not to the Parousia 
(v. 27), either vv. 27, 28 have been 
transposed, or the former was a 
later addition in Lk. 


32, 33. (MK xii. 28 f,. Lk. xxi, 
29 ff.) PARABLE OF THE FIG-TREE. 

This was. doubtless a genuine 
utterance of Jesus; but it cannot be 
in its original position, since in vv. 
29-31 the End has come, but in »v. 
33 ‘all these things’ are only signs 
that itisnear. Mk., or the apocalypt- 
ist, must have found it somewhere 
in conjunction with other predictions 
of signs preceding the End, and 
placed it in the discourse at an un- 
suitable point. 

32. ard d€xTr.]  THv tapaBodjy 
is ‘its parable,’ the analogy which it 
offers. Lk.’s kai efrev rapaBodrjv 
adrots shews a knowledge that it was 
not originally a continuation of the 
discourse. Any tree would have served 
as an illustration, but the Lord must 
be thought of as pointing to some 
fig-trees near by. Lk., who places 
the discourse in the temple, writes 
‘behold the fig-tree and all the trees.’ 

étav x«tX.] The branch grows 
soft with fresh spring sap. daaAds, 
usually of the human body, is used 
of a plant in Lev. ii. 14 (B*, Aq.), 
Cratin. Chor. ii., and of fresh fruit in 
Herod. ; cf. araAérys Ez. xvii. 4, 9. 
For the trans, éxdvy cf. Sym. Ps. 


ciii. [civ.] 14. But éxfvy, with 
7a pvdrXa as the subj., ‘the leaves 
sprout,’ makes good sense, and is sup- 
ported by & vet.pler.vulg. S sin.cur 
in Mt. and Mk., and by Ephr®*. 
to Oépos covers broadly the period 
from soon after the Passover till the 
fruit harvest. It is not, as some- 
times, equivalent to Oepiopds, though 
the harvest is a frequent symbol of 
the End, since the leaves sprout long 
before. O€pos, in this context only 
in the N.T., never has the art. in 
the LXx.; it may represent the em- 
phatic state ND). 

33. otrws KTA.] The yuvwoxere 
(ind.) of v. 32 implies that ‘all 
men*know’; here it is imper. (Vulg. 
scitote). The subj. of éyyvs eorw is 
not expressed, but must have been 
clear in the original context of the 
parable. It may have been 76 
TéXos (N¥P), perhaps with an allusion 
to the word-play in Am. viii. 2. 
Mt., Mk., in placing it in its present 
position, seem to have understood 
the subj. to be ‘the Son of Man’ (v. 
30) ; hence the addition of ért Ovpaus, 
which suggests a personal subj.; cf. ” 
Jam. v. 9 (perhaps a reminiscence of 
the passage), Apoc.. iii, 20. Lk., 
omitting él O@vpais, supplies 4 
BactAcia Tod Geos as the subj. 

34-36. (Mk. xiii. 30-32, Lk. xxi. 
32 f.) Tae NEARNESS OF THE END. 

34. aujv «tA.] See on v. 18, 
The truth illustrated by the parable 
is now stated plainly. ‘ This genera- 
tion’ cannot mean the Jews as a 
people, or mentioned in general (Jer.), 
or believers in Christ (Orig., Chrys., 
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/ a 
TTAVTA TAVTA yé VTA. 


Thphlact.), or the (future) generation 
that will experience these things 
(Klosterm.); as in xi. 16 and else- 
where it must be the particular 


generation of Jews to whom, or of - 


whom, the words were spoken. In 
the O.T. a ‘generation’ is reckoned 
at 40 years, by Herod. (ii. 142) and 
Heracl. (Plut. Def. Orac. 11) about 
30 years. H. Holtzmann thinks 
that in Lk. it represents about a 
century, since the verse refers to the 
fall of Jerusalem. But the original 
reference is not to that event, either 
literally, or ‘regarded as the type of 
the end of the world’ (Plummer), 
but to the passing away of heaven 
and earth (v. 31). It is impossible 
to escape the conclusion that Jesus, 
as Man, expected the End within 
the lifetime of His contemporaries ; 
cf. X. 23, xvi. 28. mdvtTa TauUTa 
refers to all the events described in 
vv. 9 f., 15-22, 29-31. For mapeép- 
xeoOac in this sense cf. Ps. Ixxxix. 
[xe.] 6 f., Wisd. ii. 4. 

35. 6 ovpavds xtA.] The dissolu- 
tion of heaven and earth would 
constitute the end of the present age 
(see Targ. Jer. Exod. xii. 30, transl. 
by Wetstein), throughout which the 
Law was expected to abide (see on v. 
18). Christians can see in the say- 
ing the truth that the Lord’s words, 
which are the dvtws vdpos, will abide 
even after the dissolution, but the 
immediate force is ‘the world shall 
pass away, and My prediction of it 
will not fail’; cf. Is. xl 8. For 
mapepxer Gaur of words cf. Ps. exlviii. 
6, Dan. vi. 12 (Theod.). Mk., Lk. 
have ov pn) mapeActoovtTar; see 
- Moulton, i. 190-2. 

36. mepi 8€ xtA.] The genuine- 
ness of the verse is doubted by few ; 
no Christian would have ascribed 


‘said them. 
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e a 

0 ovpaves Kal 1) yi} mapedevoerat, 35 
e \ £ 

Ol \OE AOYou prov ov pr TapéXOwow. 


Ilepi dé ths ipuépas 36 


the words to the Lord if He had not 
It remains a standing 
wonder that those who believed in 
Him as God Incarnate, so faithfully 
recorded His human ignorance; see ° 
Scott Holland’s essay in Jesus or 
Christ? On the problem of: His 
limitations of knowledge see Gore, 
The Incarnation, 162 ff., 267, Dis- 
sertations, 111 ff., Mason, Conditions, 
120 ff, Sanday, Christologies, 71-8, 
and the works on the Kenosts which 
he cites. ©The words are usually 
taken to mean that God alone knows. 
at what day and hour the End will 
come; and that Jesus, though He 
declared throughout His ministry 
that the End would be immediate, 
did not know its exact date. This 
is possible. For men’s ignorance of 
the time of the End see parallels in _ 
Volz, Jud. Esch. 171. If, as some 
think, the verse conflicts with the 
Lord’s certainty that it was to be 
immediate, the same must be the 
ease with the Epilogue which each 
evang. appends to the discourse ; for 
the disciples knew of its imminence 
from His lips, and yet they are ex- 
horted to watch, because they. know 
not the day and hour. But another 
explanation is also possible. «idevar 
mepi Tivos is not found elsewhere in 
bibl. Gk., and yuvdoxew zm. 7. only 
in 2 Esd. v. 17, Tob. i. 19 (8),. Jo. 
vii. 17 (contrast the acc. in Jud. iv. 
8, Mt. xxv. 13, and Gen. xxvii. 2, 
Hecl, ix. 12, Mt. xxiv. 50). Ged 
alone possesses knowledge concerning 
the day and hour, ze what it will 
be like—the terror and glory of it, 
all that it will mean to the bad and 
the good. Jesus does not say ‘ that 
day or even hour’; and to express a 
knowledge of the exact time ‘that 
hour or even day’ would have been 
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x a > A 
éxelvns Kal Bpas ovdels older, ode Of ayyehos THY oUpaveY 


/ 
37 0U0€ O vids, ef py O TaTHP fovos. 


@otrep yap at nuépar 


eN a n na b) 
tod Ne, ot tws eotas % mapovala tod viod Tod avOpwrov: 
a . , a \ a 
38 as yap hoav év Tals huépas exelvats Tals mpo Tod KaTa- 
lal ee a \ / 
KAvopod TpweyovtTes Kal mivoyTes, yamouvTes Kal yapilovTes, 


36 ovde o wos] N**>BD 13 28 86 124 X& vet.pler codd.pler ap. Hier % pal aeth 
arm; om N®E etc 1 g'2 vg Ssin.pesh.hel me codd.Gr. Adam. et Pier. et codd.Gr. 


ap. Amb. . 


more natural. The addition of Kat 
(Mk. 7) THs) Spas is rhetorical, the 
‘day’ and the ‘hour’ having the 
same meaning; cf. v. 42 ff. (juepa 
... prdakyn ... pe) with Lk, xii. 
39 f. (épa ... @pa) and see Dan. xii. 
13 (LXX.) ére ydp eiow Huepar Kat 
Gpat eis dvarAnpwow covvtedcias, 
where Theod. (B*) omits kal Gpau 
For 7 in a neg. sentence equivalent 
to xaé see on v.17. On 1% mpméepa 
éxeivn see Vii. 22. 

ovdé 6 vids] The words are 
certain in Mk., but in Mt., though 
the evidence for them is strong, they 
may be a scribal addition ; he often 
avoids words which imply limitation 
‘of the Lord’s knowledge (see on viii. 
29) and would be the more likely 
_ to avoid a plain statement of it. 
On the other hand scribes might 
equally shun the words, Mt. and not 
Mk. suffering from the omission 
because the former gospel was the 
more popular and widely used. If 
Mt. himself omitted the words, his 
addition of pdvos after Mk.’s «i pi 
6 matnp may have been intentional, 
suggesting the truth without stating 
it explicitly; doce? tro Mépkxo 
cuppéeper Gar Kara THY evvovay (Bas.). 
The absolute use of ‘the Son’ in 
contrast with ‘the Father, unique 
in Mk., is found in Mt. xi. 27 = Lk. 
x. 22 (Q) (cf. also Mt. xxi. 37 f.) as 
well as in Jo®*. Its rarity in 
the synn. may suggest that Jesus did 
not use it often, but there can be 
little doubt of its genuineness. 


ei ph «tA.} Connected with 
ovdels ofdev, the intervening words 
being a parenthesis; see Blass, § 65. 
6. On 6 marnp see vi. 9. For the 
Father’s knowledge of the time of 
the End cf. Zach. xiv. 7, Ps. Sol. 
xvii. 23, Apoc. Bar. xxi. 8, and 
see Volz, Jiid. Hsch. 115 f., 165 f. 


37-xxv. 46. Epitocun. Mk.’s 
Epilogue is in xiii, 33-37, Lk.’s 
in xxi. 34-36. 

37-39. (Lk. xvii. 26 f.) Warn- 
ING FROM THE EXAMPLE OF THE 
Froop. Lk. abbreviates, but adds a 
warning from the overthrow of 
Sodom. 

37. womrep xtX.] The Parousia 
is like the days of Noah, te. they 
illustrate an aspect of it (see on xiii. 
24)—-men’s unpreparedness. On 
mapovoia see v. 3; Lk. év 7. nuepaus 
Tov vi. tT. avOp. (cf. v. 27 above) 
affords a closer comparison with év 
T. Hy. Noe. 

38. ws ydp xTA.] The behaviour 
in the days before the Flood is like 
the Parousia, ze. is like the behaviour 
of men when the P. will occur. 
tpwyewv, lit. to chew raw fruit or 
vegetables, recurs only in Jo. vi. 54, 
56 fh, xa 13.1(— Pa xe Xie Os 
éxBiwv). On yapetv and yapifev 
see xxii. 30, Lk’s pass. éyapi(ovro 
seems the more natural, but for 
that reason Mt. may be the more 
original. dypt, here only in Mt., 
frequent in Lk, Ac, must be due 
to Q. i 
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yy a n an 
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€v T® ayp@, els TapadapBdvetar’ nal els adierac’ 


(2 v / 
TOTE €goVvTaL dVO0 40 
dvo 41 


adnPovoa: ev TH pide, pia TaparapBdverar Kad pia adlerar. 
yenyopeite obv, Ste ovx oldate rola Huépa 6 KUpios bpev 42 
epyetat. exeivo 8€ ywwdoxere Stu ef dev 0 oiKkodeamdTns Troia 43 
guraKH o Kr€rrTns EpyeTat, éypnyopncev dv Kal ode dv clacer 


39. kal odk xt] Lk. omits 
ov« éyv. éws. The Flood is a fre- 
quent type in apocal. literature of 
the final destruction of the world; 
e.g. Enoch x, 2, liv. 7 ff., lxv., lxxxiii. 
f., cvi., Jos. Ant. 1. ii. 3 (flood and fire) ; 
ef. Nah. i. 8, Dan. ix. 26. 


40, 41. (Lk. xvii. 34f) Two 
ILLUSTRATIONS. 
40. Tore éxovras xKTA.] The 


illustrations teach that the Parousia 
will be without warning, and that 
there will be, as in the days of 
Noah, a sharp severance between 
the good and the wicked. Mt. gives 
two men and two women at work ; 
Lk. two men sleeping together (éri 
kAivys pas), and two women work- 
ing together (éri 7d avrd), The 
latter may be due to the reflexion 
that the End might come either by 
night or by day. But Jesus perhaps 
gave three illustrations ; cf. vii. 9 f. 
rapaAapBdverat and adierau are 
prophetic pres. (Lk. has fut.): the 
good man will be ‘received’ (cf. Jo. 
xiv. 3) by the angels (v. 31), the 
bad man will be ‘left’ to his fate 
(xxiii. 38). The converse — taken 
for punishment, and left in safety— 
is possible but less probable. 
~ gt. dto KTA.] On aAndew (Attic 
adéevv) see Lob. Phryn. 151. ev=A, 
‘at the mill’; the reading pvAove 
(D), pistrino, ‘mill-house,’ is a mis- 
taken correction. On pddos see 
xviii. 6. For grinding as the work 


of a slave girl cf. Exod. xi. 5. See 


E. Robinson, Researches, i. 485. 
42—44. (Mk, xiii. 33, Lk. xii. 39 f.) 
THE HOUSEHOLDER AND THE THIEF. - 
42. ypnyopeite xtA.] This warn- 
ing leads up to, and underlies, all 
the parables which follow. ‘Your 
Lord’ is a Christian title for Christ, 
and can hardly have been used by 
Jesus of the Son of Man. Mk.’s 


mote 6 Kalpos éotiv is more 
probable. On zoiu=rive see xix. 
18. Mk. wv. 34-37 contain an 


illustration of a householder, which 
recalls the parable of the Talents 
(Mt. xxv. 14 ff), and further in- 
junctions to ‘watch’ (ypnyopeire, 
not dypumveite as in v. 33). The 
first of these runs, yp. obv* ovK oidare 
yap Tore 6 KUpLos THs oiklas EpxeTat, 
in which the 2nd pers. is strangely 
combined with the parabolic ‘ master 
of the house.’ These verses therefore 
may have been added to Mk, v 33 
on the ‘basis of Mt., Lk. 

43. éxeivo 6€ xtX.] ‘ That other 
thing ye know,’ in contrast with 
the preceding thing, which the 
hearers did not know (see Blass, 
§ 49. 3). In Lk, where there is no 
contrast, rovro is used. For ¢uAaky 
(see xiv. 25) Lk. has opg, probably 
for variety, having used vA. twice 
in the preceding verse. éypny. av 
kai, absent from Lk., emphasizes the 
thought that fills Mt.’s epilogue. 
On dwpiocev see vi. 19. The 
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vios Tod avOpwrrouv 
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4) a \ \ > a 
46avTois THY Tpodny e€v KaLp@ ; 


paxadptos o So0vXos éxelvos 


an / n * > \ 
47 dv édOav o Kbpios adtod etpnoet otTwS ToLobyTa’ anv 
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Ayo opty Ste él magw Tois Urdpyovowy avTOv KaTacTHGEL 


comparison of the Parousia with 
the breaking in by a thief is not 
found in Jewish apocalypses, and 
may have originated with Jesus; 
cha 1) Thessn va. 2).0 20 Petit to, 
Apoe. die 3, \XVic 35.2. Dor. its 
occurrence at night cf. Mt. xxv. 6, 
where Jer. says ‘traditio Judaeorum 
est Christum media nocte venturum, 
in similitudinem Aegypti temporis 
quando Pascha celebratum est.’ But 
the’ point of the simile is the 
unexpectedness of the occurrence, 

44. dia totto KTXr.] dia 7. (Lk. 
kat) looks back to the parable, not 
forward to é6rt. The verse need not 
be a harmonizing addition in Lk. 
(Harnack); Mt. places the warning 
.at the beginning and the end of the 
parable, from Mk. and Q respectively. 

45-51. (Lk. xii. 42-46.) 
GOOD AND BAD SERVANT. 

Lk. opens with ‘And Peter said, 
Lord, speakest Thou this parable to 
us or also to all?’ Cf. Mk. xili. 37, 
‘What I say to you I say to all, 
Watch,’ which is perhaps based on 
Lk. (see on v. 42). The answer in 
Lk. has not been preserved. 

45. tis dpa xKtX.] Tis is not 
emphatic, as though it implied that 
few faithful servants can be found. 
apa may be inferential: ‘since such 
a state of readiness is requisite, who 
then etc.’ (Holtzmann) ; or it is ‘who 
now?’ (Vulg. quis putas), adding 
vivacity (cf. xvili. 1) In the former 
case the answer is supplied by v. 46 
as an exclamation; in the latter the 


THE 


meaning is ‘any faithful and prudent 
servant’ (the adjectives being pro- 
leptic) appointed for a certain duty 
(45), if he performs that duty (46), will 
be rewarded (47), tis being virtually 
‘whoever’ (=), v. 47 a quast 
apodosis, and v. 46 parenthetical. 
Cf. the broken construction in Lk. 
xi. 5-8. Lk. has otxovduos for 
SovAos (in keeping with his respons- 
ible duty), Qepazreia (so Din Mt.) for 
the rare and late oixereéa (for which 
ef. Sym. Joh i. 3, Jos. Ant. vul. vi. 
3, XII. il, 3), the more technical 
ovTopérproy (cf. the verb, Gen. xlvii. 
12, 14) for tpody (cf. x. 10), and 
the more accurate duddvat, a repeated 
action, for dovvac. 

Some see in the dovAou only. a 
detail in the scenery of the parable ; 
Wellhausen explains them of Church 
leaders, some of whom had begun to 
abuse their office; in this case the 
parable was not spoken by Jesus. 
But they may refer to the apostles 
and the Jewish religious leaders: 
the former are to prepare for the 
Parousia by being good stewards, 
the latter, who abuse their office 
(cf. xxiii. 4 f., 14 f, Lk. xx. 47) will 
be punished ‘ with the hypocrites.’ 


47. aphv Kxrr.] See on v. 18; 
Lk. dAnO@s. The reward of faithful- 
ness is to be trusted with higher” 
responsibilities; cf. xxv. 21, 23, Lk. 
xvi. 10a. Since the parable deals 
with the Parousia, the words apply 
to higher activities in the age to 
come. 


XXIV. 51] THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


359 


suns 2\ Ra ¢ \ a 5 in 
avrov. éav 6€ ely 6 Kakds Sodd0s exelvos ev TH Kapoia 48 


> nr / € / 
avtov - Xpovifer pov o Kuplos, Kal adpEnrar Tvmrew 49 
\ 4 a a 
Tous oguvdovrovs avtov, écbin 8& Kal Tin peTa TOV 


/ ¢ 
peOvovtwy, HEew oO KvpLos 
a na 
ov mpocdong Kal év dpa 
oo EN \ 4 be > es 
QUTOV Kal TO pépos avTod 


48. edv 6€ xrX.]_ Kakds is pro- 
leptic, as muctos and ¢dpdvipos in 
v. 45; Lk. 6 6. ékeivos. Lk. adopts 
an O.T. style in adding épyeo@au to 
Xpovifes 6 Kip. pw (cf. Exod, xxxii. 1). 
For the thought cf. xxv. 5, 2 Pet. 
iii. 4; and there are O.T. counter- 
parts: Hz. xi. 3, xii. 22, 27, Am. 
Vie 3. 

49. kal a@péytat xtd.] He em- 
ploys his authority for tyranny over 
those who will not support him in 
his evil ways, and for self-indulgence 
with those who will, For class. 
parallels see Wetstein ad loc. Lk. 
partly loses the latter point by kat 
peOvoneo Oat for peta. TOV peOvdvTwv. 

50. ye «tA.] In both cases 
“=v, attracted to the previous 
dat.: ‘in a day that he does not 
look out for (cf. Lam. ii. 16), and in 
an hour that he knows not (cf. xxv. 
13)’—and therefore ought to have 


looked out for. .For mpoodoxay ef. 


xi, 3 (spoken by a servant who was 
on the look-out) ; elsewhere only Lk.°, 
Ac.5, 2 Pet.3 


51. kat SuxoTopjoes xTA.] A 
punishment literally inflicted in 
ancient times; cf. 1 Chr. xx. 3, 


Am. i. 3 (uxx.), Sus. 59, Heb. xi. 
37, Herod. ii. 139. 2, Vii. 39. 5 (Oua- 
tepvewv), Suet. Calg. 27 ‘multos 

. medios serra dissecuit.’ In 
Exod. xxix. 17, the verb is used of 
dividing a sacrificial victim into 
pieces (SuxoTopnpara). Kat Td pépos 
KTA, is a parallel description of 
the fate of the same person. The 
expression is Hebraic. pis in the 


a s 2 / ? Kae a2 ae 
Tad Sovdov Sectuousesy eri ncpa?) 5° 
7 Ov ywwwoKer, Kal Siyotounoer 51 
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peTa Tov UToKpiTaV Once: éxel 


LXX. (Pon) has various meanings : 
‘landed property’ (Num. xviii. 20), 
‘fellowship’ (2 Regn. xx. 1), ‘lot, or 
punishment’ (Job xxvii, 13, Is. xvii. 
14). pépos less often loses its literal 
spatial force. It is natural to make 6 
Kviptos the subj. of Ojoet, but itis pos- 
sibly 6 dovAos; cf. Ps. xlix. [1] 18, 
peTa porxav THY pepida cov eTiPers. 
There is deeper irony if the slave is 
pictured as bringing himself to the 
same lot as the hypocrites. For 
brokpit@v (see on vi. 2) Lk. has 
driotwv. On the formula exe? xrA. 
added by Mt. see viii. 12. 


xxv, I-13. (Mt. only.) ParaBLe- 
oF THE TEN VIRGINS. 
In. xxiv. 45 the slave was 


‘faithful and prudent’; the present 
parable gives an instance of fpdvipor, 
the following of microti. Almost 
every detail lends itself to allegorical 
treatment, useful for the preacher. 
<Lk. xii. 36 has a different picture 
of preparedness.) But from a his- 
torical point of view it must be 
determined how much the Lord 
probably intended to convey to His 
hearers. And the remarks in the 
opening note on ch. xiii. apply here. 
The central thought is ‘Be in 
readiness for the Parousia,’ but the 
story is too much elaborated to 
admit of all the details being 
dismissed as merely scenery. 

Its genuineness is often doubted 
on the ground that it pictures the 
long delay of the Parousia, and 
points to a date when the immediate 
Advent had ceased to be expected. 
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“The virgins are explained as the 


Christian Church, and their slumber 
while waiting is the sleep of death 
which comes to wise and foolish 
alike; the bride is not mentioned, 
because the virgins are not the 
Church as a single ideal body, but 
the several members of it. But 
though some details may have been 
added or altered from this point of 
view (see v. 11 f.), the bulk of the 
parable may well have been spoken 
by Jesus, The delay of the Bride- 
groom is sufficiently explained by 
the fact that the Son of Man had 
not yet come (cf. xxiv. 48), and no 
one knew when He would. That 
the bride, the well-known Christian 
symbol of the Church, is not 
mentioned in the ordinary text is 
noteworthy (see below); and the 
virgins need no more point to 
Christians than the men in the field 
or the women at the mill (xxiv. 40 f.) ; 
it is related only that five of them 
were ‘taken’ and five were ‘left.’ 
The parable in Lk. xii. 35 ff. similarly 
illustrates a state of readiness; men- 
servants waiting for their master’s 
return (sc. with his bride) from the 
wedding. But there is no good 
reason for regarding the present 
parable as an elaboration of it. 


1. tote kTA.] ‘The next parable 
which illustrates an aspect of the 
Kingdom shall be the following.’ 
On rote see ii. 7; to refer it to 
xxiv. 50f., ‘at the time when the 
wicked servant is punished, then, etc.,’ 
is awkward and improbable. For 
the verb see vii. 24. The Kingdom 
is not like the virgins, but their 
story illustrates an aspect of it; 
see xiii. 24. ‘Ten’ probably denotes 


Aaprrddas 


éavtav ée&nAOov eis 
no more than a large group, making 
a good display with their lanterns. 
The virgins cannot be uninvited 
guests, nor bridesmaids, for they 
would be with the bride and Bride- 
groom (see below); they are maid- 
servants at the house of the bride’s 
father. mapOévor does not symbolize 
purity of heart, for that is a state 
of readiness, which was not the case 
with all. On alrcves for ai see ii. 6. 
Aapaas, like BD, is usually a ‘torch,’ 
as in class. Gk. (cf. Jud. vii. 16, xv. 
4f,, Jo. xviii. 3, Apoc. viii. 10), not 
a lamp (Avyxvos), though it may 
have the latter meaning in Ac. xx. 
8. Here it may be a lamp attached 
to a pole; see Lightfoot, Hor. Heb. 
ad loc. On éavtdv = atréav (s0 wv. 4, 
7) see viii. 22. . 
é€jAOov xrA.] From whence is 
not stated, Their own houses, the 
Bridegroom’s house, and (Jiilicher) 
the new house made ready for the 
bridal pair, have all been suggested. 
But Jewish custom requires the 
house of the bride’s father, where 
the festivities took place (cf. Jud. 
xiv. 10-18, Tob. vi. 13, viii. 19), | 
when the bride was conducted thither 
by the bridegroom after the marriage 
ceremony. é{7\Oov anticipates é€- 
épxerOe in v. 6, vv. 2-5 containing 
a retrospect explaining why the 
foolish ones, though they started, 
did not meet the Bridegroom with 
the others. «is trdvrnow (dmrdvr., 
cuvdvt.) c. gen. or dat. is mostly 
the Lxx. equivalent of NNIP?. ‘It 
seems that the special] idea of the 
word was the official welcome of a 
newly arrived dignitary’ (Moulton, 
i. 14 n.), 80 that it here corresponds 
with the thought of the Parousia 
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(see on xxiv. 3). Moulton’s instances 
from the papyri do not remove the 
impression that its N.T. use is 
Hebraistic. 

Tov vupdiov] Contrast the para- 
bolic use in ix._15.’ The addition 
kal tis viudns (see Appar.) is 
probably genuine ; its intrinsic diffi- 


culty is in its favour, and the MS. | 


_ evidence is strong. The idea widely 

entertained by early Christians was 
that the Bridegroom, Christ, would 
come at the last day to fetch His 
Bride, the Church. xai r. viudys, 
being incompatible with this, was 
omitted. But this allegorical con- 
ception is absent from the parable, 


which teaches only the necessity of © 


readiness for the Messiah’s arrival, 
which will be soon and sudden. The 
virgins, therefore, are to be ready 
for the bridegroom and bride, we. 
for the marriage procession. This 
variance from the idea of the Bride 
current in the early Church favours 
the genuineness of the parable. 

2. wévre kTA.] This represents a 
distinction between the ready and 
the unready at the Parousia, but not 
that they will be equal in number ; 
see Vil. 14, xxii. 14. Two Jewish 
parables of ‘wise’ and ‘foolish’ 
people are given by Allen from 
Shabb. 152 b, 153 a.. And see vii. 
24. 

3. at yap pwpat xtA.] Some 
were clearly foolish, for they acted 
as follows. They did not take no 
oil at all; that would be foolish 


beyond the requirement of the parable. 
They had oil in their lanterns, but 
not expecting delay had taken no 
extra oil. The next verse makes 
this clear. 

4. at 6€ _ Ppdvipor KTA.] The 
dyyeia (cf. d&yyn xiii. 48) are not 
the lanterns themselves, but vessels 
containing extra oil (cf. Num. iv. 9; 
where they are distinct from the 
Avxvo1); this is rendered certain by 
the prep. werd; and if the Aapmrddes 
were torches it is obvious. 

5. xpovifovros KtX.] This recalls 
xxiv, 48. It is not to the purpose 
of the parable to explain why the 
Bridegroom delayed; the point is 
that the -foolish virgins were not 
prepared for his coming whenever it 
might be. ‘They fell asleep (évic- 
tafav) and were sleeping (€xaOevdov)’; 
see 2 Regn: iv. 6 (Lxx.). No blame 
is attached to this, since ali slept. 
Plummer’s explanation that ‘this 
seems to be a merciful concession to 
human weakness’ is surely improb- 
able. If the verse is the work of 
the evangelist it may represent the 
sleep of death which all undergo 
before: the Advent. But. if it is a 
genuine part of the parable it may 
be merely a scenic detail, enhancing 
the suddenness of the midnight cry. 
The wise could afford to sleep, but 
the foolish wasted the time in which 
they could have rectified their mis- 
take. Itis clear that vv. 2—5 do not 
follow in time the action of v. I, 
otherwise the strange explanation is 
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necessary that the virgins slept at 
some other house, or in the open air, 
near the city gate. 

6. peons KTA.] Cf Exod. xii. 
29 f.,, and see on xxiv. 43 above. It 
is needless to enquire who raised the 
cry; it only depicts the startling 
suddenness of the event. On yéyovev 
for éyévero (B) see Blass, § 59. 4, and 
for a different view Moulton, i. 146. 
For the absolute «is dmdvrnow cf. 
1 Regn. xiii. 15 (so travr. Jud. xi. 
34, ouvdvt. Num. xxii. 34); see 
on v. I. 

7. Tote kTX.] The lanterns would 
be lit at first when the Bridegroom 
was momentarily expected, but ex- 
tinguished when the virgins lay 
down tosleep. Kkoopety includes the 
trimming and lighting of the wick, 
and in the case of the wise the re- 
plenishing of the oil in the lanterns 
from the vessels. In Ez. xxiii. 41 
it stands for }W, which is used 
in Ps. cxxxii. 17 of preparing a 
lamp. Here it probably represents 
the Aram. {PN (go Ssin) ‘make 
straight,’ ‘arrange’; cf. Eccl. i. 15, 
vii. 13. This is the point of time 
anticipated by e£7AOov in v. 1; the 
next stage is during the walk from 
the house. 

8. at d€ pwpat xrr.] The oil 
has been variously interpreted ; but 
it seems to represent, as broadly as 
possible, everything necessary for 


preparedness. It will be futile, at 
the supreme moment, to appeal to 
the preparedness of others. 

9. dmexpiOnoav xtd.] The reply 
is not selfish but quite inevitable, 
because a sharing of the oil would 
result in none of the lanterns having 
enough to last. Preparedness is a 
quality, not a something which can 
be shared quantitively. The negative 
is usually explained as pyrote [TovTo 
yever Ow], od py, ‘certainly not, it 
is impossible that there should be 
enough, etc.’ (for the ellipse cf. xxvi. 
5, Exod. x. 11). But pajrore may 
be virtually a deprecating ‘perhaps’ 
(ef. Tob. x. 2), which can be followed 
by ov py or, as in the v.1., ovK (see 
Moulton, i.192f,and 188 ff.). The | 
reply is thus gentler, but not the 
less decisive. 

mopever Ge xtA.] It is irrelevant 
to object that shops would be shut 
at midnight; oil might still be 
obtainable ; there would probably, for 
that matter, be a supply at the house. 
And the words are not ironical (Aug.). 
The sole point illustrated is that 
self-preparation at the last moment is 
impossible. éavtais (=tyiv) is a 
dat. commodt, the emphasis lying on 
dyopdcare. For rots mwAotvras, 
describing a class, cf. xxi. 12. 

10. depyonevwy KxtXA.] While 
they were. hurrying away the Bridé- 
groom arrived, and at érovpou (which 
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elmey = Aun 
sums up the significance of the 
parable) turned back with him in 
procession to the house where the 
wedding-feast (yduovs, see on xxii. 
2) was to be held. kat éxAcioOn 
_«td.: ef. Gen. vii. 16, of those who 
were ‘ready’ in the days of Noah. 
The Lord probably ended the parable, 
with dramatic skill, at this point. 

II, 12. torepov xtrA.] Vv. 11, 
I2 appear to be an addition. An 
earthly bridegroom would hardly act 
or speak thus ; he is here the divine 
judge. A partial parallel is seen in 
LK. xiii. 25 (Q), which Mt. has already 
used in vii. 21ff. On torepov see 
iv. 2. €pxovra is, in the narrative, a 
historic pres.; but this is the only 
instance in the parable, and it conveys 
the impression of a prophetic pres., 
spoken from the evangelist’s point of 
view. On apiv Xr. %. see v. 18. 
ovK olda tas (cf. vii. 23), ‘I am 
not acquainted with you’; Lk. adds 
moOev earé. 

13. ypyyopette xtA.] Probably 
a further addition by Mt. The 
verb is not strictly suited to the 
parable; it has no reference to the 
slumbering of the virgins, but 
signifies, as in xxiv. 42 (cf. 44), ‘be 
ready’; cf. Ac. xx. 31, I Cor. xvi. 
13. 6rt xTA. echoes xxiv. 36, 42, 
44, 50. 

14-30 (ef. Lk. xix. 11-27). 
ABLE OF THE TALENTS. 

The genuineness of the parable, 
as of the preceding, is denied by 
some. Wellhausen unnecessarily as- 
sumes that ‘the servants in all the 
parables are the Christians,’ and the 
Kingdom of Heaven the early Church, 


Par- 


/ a 
éyo wvpyiv, ovK 


ola tpas. Tpnyopeire 13 
so that the long absence of the 
avOpwros darodnpov is the long in- 
terval between the Ascension and 
the Parousia. But though Mt. by 
placing the parable here, interpreted 
it of Christ, it may really refer to 
God ; and the ‘absence’ of God from 
the world is an O.T. thought; cf. xxi. 
33. Theservants are not Christians 
but Jews ; and those who are faithful, 
and ready for the day of reckoning, 
are those who prove diligent in the 
fulfilment of life’s duties. 

In Lk. xix. 11-27 the parable of 
the Pounds is in many respects 
closely similar. The Lord could, 
of course, have uttered two similar 
parables on the same subject; but 
there are features in Lk. which 
appear due to later Christian thought, 
such as are conspicuously absent from 
Mt. Lk. states that it was spoken 
‘because He was near to Jerusalem, 
and they thought that the Kingdom 
of God was about to appear im- 
mediately.’ It teaches that the Lord 
(avOpwrds Tis evyevy7s) must first go 
to a far country (7.e. Heaven) to 
receive a kingdom (as some of the 
Herodian princes were obliged to 
travel to Rome) and to return; that 
His citizens (ae the Jews) hated 
Him, and sent a message after Him 
that they would not have Him for 
their King ; and that on His return, 
having received the Kingdom, He 
rewarded His servants (ze: the 
Christians) by placing them in com- 
mand over cities, which being now 
King He was able to do, and slew 
His enemies. (On Harnack’s view 
of this see xxii. 6 f. note.) In Gosp. 
Naz. Mt.’s parable is combined with 
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that of the Prodigal Son and of the 
slave in xxiv. 49. See Texte u. 
Unters., 1911, 34, 59 ff, 293 f. 

14. @omep xTA.] The ellipse 
must be supplied by ovrws 7 Bacr- 
Aelia TOV odpavav or the like; ef. 
Mk. xiii. 34. ydp connects the 
parable with the preceding warning. 
mapeduxevy supplements the follow- 
ing édwxev: talents are gifts, but 
primarily a trust; they are Gaben 
which involve Aufgaben. On diredi- 
payoev see xxi. 33, and the note above. 


15. Kat @ pev xtd.] The house- ° 


hold of so rich a man would not 
be confined to three servants; they 
are selected instances. In Lk. ten 
servants are given one mina each, 
and three selected instances are dealt 
with. Whether this is the more 
original is ‘difficult to determine. 
The mina (= £4) may have been sub- 
stituted in Lk. for the talents (one 
talent was 6,000 denarii, or £240) 
in view of v, 21, éwi éAtya (Lk. év 
éXaxiorw); the large sum (cf. xviii. 
24) suggests the greatness of the privi- 
leges entrusted by God to the Jews. 

éxdotw KTA.] Cf. Mk. xiii. 34, 
where @s dv@pwros drodnpov and 
exdoTy' Td epyov avtod may be 
echoes of this passage (see on xxiv. 
42). The privileges entrusted to 
a nation are unequally shared by its 
members. (The thought in xx. 2-6 
is analogous.) This is not unjust, 


but a divine ordinance. And the 
requirements from each are graduated 
(ef. Lk. xii, 48, 2 Cor. viii. 12) 
In Lk. the same amount was assigned 
to each, to test their capacity of 
being entrusted with larger amounts 
hereafter. Both are spiritually true. 
In Mt. both servants double their 
money, shewing the same zeal, and 
their reward is the same, in Lk. 
they multiply it by 1o and 5 re- 
spectively, and their reward is 
graduated (see Add. n. after v. 12), 
The parable does not deal with the 
possibility that those who received 
most might have failed in their trust, 
but it exhorts those who have received 
little to be diligent with that little. 

16. edOéws xTX.] He at once set 
to work. The reading ropeviels S¢ 
connects «dGéws with dredjipnoer ; 
but edOéws and evOvs, in the best 
readings, always precede the verb in 
the N.T. (except Mk. i. 28). He 
employed the money as capital with 
which (instrum. év, cf. xx. 15) he did 
business. For the vb. cf. Apoc. xviii. 
17; Prov. xxix, 36 [xxxi. 18] (nd), 
épyacia Ac. xvi. 16, 19, xix. 24 5 
Zahn cites CIG. 3920 for épyacris, 
a sea-faring merchant. Lk. has 
mpaypateicarba. In vy. 17, 20, 
22 exépdnoer, -oa recurs, but here 
éroinoev (cf. Lk. v. 18, expaga 7 v. 
23) has some support. 

18. 6 8€ KrA.] daeAOdv (as in 
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v. 25) is redundant; see xiii. 28. 
On the hiding of money or valuables 
in the earth see xiii. 44. In Lk. the 
man laid up his mina in a napkin 
(covéapiw), which could indeed be 
hidden in the earth. Which is the 
more original cannot be determined. 
That Lk.’s word is a latinism is no 
evidence against its genuineness. 

19. peta 5€ xTA.] Cf. v. 5, xxiv. 
48. On cvvaipes Adyov see xviii. 
23. 

20. kat mpoceXOdv xTA.] The 
redundance and repetitions in vv. 
20-23, which Lk. reduces to the 
briefest limits, are characteristic of 
popular Semitic narrative. In Mt. 
the servants say éxépdyoa, in Lk. 
they say that the money zpoo- 
mpyscaro, éroinaev. 

21. épn xtA.] €@ is not an in- 
terjection elsewhere in the N.T. or 
Lxx.; Lk. «tye ‘Bravo!’ (so lat. 
vulg. here euge) is probably right ; 
in the Lxx. it stands for AS or AND, 
Alas! or Aha! émé, ‘in authority 
over’ (cf. Heb. iii. 6) takes acc. and 
gen. as well as the class. dat. (cf. xxiv. 
47) ; see Blass, § 43. 1. moAAGyv corre- 
sponding with dA‘ya seems to mean 
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‘many talents’ : responsibilities in the 
coming Kingdom will be analogous 
to, but greater than, those entrusted 
now. ‘The joy of your Lord,’ 2.¢. the 
joy that your Lord gives, and shares 
with you, is a unique expression for 
the bliss of the divine Kingdom. It is 
echoed in Rom. xiv. 17. Wellhausen 
notes that yapd stands for TAD, 
‘feast,’ in Est. ix. 17, and evppaive- 
oOoau (Lk. xii. 19, xv. 23 f.) is epulart 
in %; but the introduction, by a 
single word, of the thought of the 
Messianic banquet, would be rather 
abrupt. The verse, however, which 
is absent from Lk., may be added by 
Mt., and the speaker is the divine 


’ Master, not the householder of the 


parable. On civépyeo@a in con- 
nexion with-the Kingdom see y. 
20. : . 
24. mpoceXOuv xrdA.] He ap- 
proached as the others had done, 
but defiantly. «iAndds for AaBov 
(v. 20) is for the sake of- variety. 
For oxAnpés in this sense cf. Is. xix. 
4, 1 Esd. ii. 23, and see on oxAnpo- 
xapoia (xix. 8). Lk.’s avornpés (cf. 
2 Macc. xiv. 30) possibly sounded 
less insolent to Greek ears, 
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Oepifwv xrA.] You enrich your- 
self at the cost of others. The first 
metaphor is clear. The second 
might refer to sowing seed (for 
ouvaye cf. vi. 26, xiii, 30), or 
threshing (scattering) corn (for ovr- 
ayevv cf, iii. 12), or even to gathering 
sheep scattered over the moorlands 
(cf. Jo, xi. 52); see Mt. xii 3o. 
But more probably it. refers to 
money, ‘you gather gain (cf. Job xx. 
15, Hag. i. 6) where you have not 
spent’ (cf. Ps. exi. [exii.] 9=2 Cor. 
ix. 9), which seems to be the mean- 
ing of Lk’s aipers 3 ovK €Onxas. 
The words can hardly mean ‘If I 
had gained anything you would have 
taken it, or ‘If I had lost it you 
would have held me responsible’ 
(Plummer); a slave, as his master’s 
chattel, would expect nothing else. 
He sums up the master’s character 
as that of a hard money-making 
Jew ; and it is not a mere insult ; the 
master seems to accept the character. 
Cf. the use of undesirable characters 
in other parables (Lk. xvi. 1-8, xvili. 
1-8). 

25. kat poBnbeis xtA.] I feared 
the possibility of losing instead of 
gaining in trade. Se €yers 7d cov: 
you cannot blame me for restoring 
your own property safe and sound. 
The master’s use of 7d éudv makes it 
improbable that the further thought 
is implied, ‘Your own, and not 
something extra, gained dishonestly 
from others.’ 


26. dmokpiOels KtA.] ‘Wicked’ 
and ‘slothful’ are the counterpart of 
‘good’ and ‘ faithful.’ His want of 
faithfulness was shewn by sheer 


laziness. Sets xTA.: the master 


‘smites him with his own weapon’ 
(B. Weiss) without disclaiming the 
character ascribed to him. 

27. 6. oe KtX.] If you were 
too lazy to trade, you might at least 
have deposited the money with the 
bankers instead of in the earth, so 
that I should have received some, if 
only a little, interest. Padeiy (Vulg. 
mittere) with the dat. is equivalent 
to Lk.’s édwxas; for the verb cf. x. 
34, Mk. xii. 41 f. The plur. ra 
dpyvpua may refer to the separate 
shekels of which the talent was com- 
posed (cf. xxvi. 15, xxvii. 3, 5 f, 9, 
Xxviil. 12,15); but the true reading 
may be 76 dpyvpuov, asin Lk. On 
the consec. kai (= dere) see Blass,” 
§$ 77. 6 Tpamefetrar, argentarit, 
nummularvi (Vulg.), did business at 
a money-table (Lk. éml tpdzmefav) ; 
OF Boob ites MoI EKOmUrd puny, ‘Te- 
ceived as my due,’ Lk. has the more 
commercial émpaga (cf. Lk. iii. 13). 
ToKos (rexeiv) is the interest which 
money ‘breeds’—‘ the breed of barren 
metal’; Heb. law, as also the better 
minds in Greece and Rome, con- 
demned the practice of usury. The 
saying ascribed to the Lord (ap. 
Clem. Strom. i. 28. 177) yiverOe 8¢ 
Sdxipou tpare(itar, ra pev daodo- 
Kydfovres Td Se Kaddy KGTEY OVTES 
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Kat Tov axpetov SovrNov éxBareTe cis Td 30 


/ \ nr 
aKoTos TO é€wtepov’ éxel Extar 6 KravOpos Kal 6 Bpvypos 


(see Resch, Agrapha?, 112—5 for other 
passages) has a meaning quite foreign 
to the parable, and can hardly have 
been derived from it. 

28. dpare-otv KTA.] The faith- 
ful servants were entrusted with 
larger capital; the lazy one is de- 
prived of the privilege of responsi- 
bility. If the words formed part 
of the original parable, the imper. is 
addressed to other servants in the 
room; Lk. kat tots maperroo. 
cirev. The evangelist, in adding v. 
30, may have thought of the angels, 
the instruments of judgment at the 
Parousia. 

_kat ddre xtX.] This half verse, 
and v. 29, have their parallelin Lk., 
and must have stood in Q; but they 
are difficult. Whether he that had 
the 10 talents was to receive the 
extra one as a gift, or as a further 
increase of capital, is not clear; nor 
why he is preferred to the other 
equally faithful servant. But a 
greater difficulty is caused by €xovrs, 
which must have the same meaning 
in vy. 29. The clause (perhaps the 
whole verse) seems to have been in- 
troduced at an early date to supply 
a particular instance of the general 
principle which follows. Lk. (v. 25) 
adds ‘and they said unto Him, Lord, 
he hath ten minas,’ which some take 
to be an exclamation addressed to 
Jesus by His audience. 

29. TH yap éxovte KTA.] The 
paradox occurs, with differences. of 
wording, in xiii, 12 and Mk. iv. 25 
(Lk. viii. 18). It was doubtless a 
genuine utterance of the Lord, and 


can be spiritually applied in many 
ways. But it cannot be applied to 
the five talents given to the first 
servant and the five which he gained ; 
they are a trust, while €ye.v describes 


_ a real possession, a real condition of 


heart and life. The true ¢yey in 
the present case is the character 
shewn in faithful diligence, and the 
increase which could be ‘given’ would 
be the higher degrees of faithful 
diligence to which he could advance. 
But this would be as true of the 
second servant as of the first. In 
the following parable the sheep are 
ot €xovres and the goats of ju) 
€xovres (Jiilicher). For the absol. 
TO €xovte (to which wavri is added 
for emphasis; Lk. wavri tr. €x.) ef. 
Soph. Aj. 157; ot ody €yovres, Eur. 
Suppl. 240. On Mt.’s addition kai 
mepircevOnoerat see xiii, 12. Tov 
8€ ua) €xovTos cannot strictly depend 
upon dépOjcerat, which would make 
dx’ adrov superfluous; it is of the 
nature of a casus pendens. Cf. the 
Semitic construction .. . }%8 ‘9? 
“3 4311; see Blass, § 74. 5, Wellh. 
Einl. 19 f. 

30. Kal Tov axpetov KTX.] The- 
counterpart of ‘enter into the joy 
of thy Lord.’ The speaker is not 
the master in the parable, but the 
divine Judge. Lk. omits the verse, 
which is probably an addition by 
Mt. The same description of punish- 
ment occurs in Vili. 12, xxii. 13 (see 
notes). The servant who fails in his 
duty is dxpetos, but even when we 
have done our duty we must say 
SotAor axpeloi éopey (Lk. xvii. 10), 
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32Ka0ice, emt Opovov 


31-46. (Mt. only.) THe SHEEP 
AND THE GoaTs. 

This is not a parable, but a pro- 
phetic picture of the Judgment, the 
only parabolic features being the 


simile of the sheep and the goats in . 


v. 32, and its metaphorical use in v. 
33. It has much of the rhythmic 
parallelism of Heb. poetry; see 
Burney’s Heb. translation in JT7AS., 
Apr. 1913. The thought of Judg- 
ment by the Son of Man must have 
been familiar to many; see eg. the 
picture in Enoch lxii. of ‘the Son of 
Man seated on the throne of His 
glory’; the ‘ righteous’ are rewarded, 
and their oppressors descend ‘into 
the flame of the pain of Sheol’ (xiii. 
10). This may have formed an 
actual background of the present 
passage. See Burkitt, Jewish and 
Chr. Apoc. 23-5. Its genuineness is 
doubted by some on the grounds that 
the Son of Man is Judge and King, 
whereas in x. 32 f. ‘He appears only 
as the most important witness at 
God’s Judgment’ (J. Weiss), and 
that ‘My brethren’ (v. 40) means 
Christians, while no Christians had, 
by the time of Jesus, been in prison. 
It is thought to deal solely with the 
treatment of Christians by Christians. 
Some even suppose that the gather- 
ing of ‘all the nations’ (v. 32) implies 
that by the time of the Judgment 
all nations will be Christian. Others 
explain that only the judgment of 
non-Christians (cf. xxiv. 1 4, 30, XxvViii. 
19) is described, based on their 
treatment of one another, while the 
Christians already stand by the King, 
safe from judgment. Another ex- 
planation is that Gentiles are judged 


d0&ns 


M4 6 aa s SEAN a) 
eu“Tpoovey avTOvV TAVTA TA. €0V7), 


Kab 
Kal 


avrov, cvvaxOnoovtat 


> / : bY \ 
agopiae. avTous 


for their treatment of the brethren 
of the Son of Man, or non-Christians 
for their treatment of Christians. 
This places the passage on a level 
with that in Enoch, emptying it 
of moral value for Christians, and 
merely leading them to gloat over 
the condemnation of their enemies. 
In defending the genuineness of this, 
or of any other utterance, ascribed to 
the Lord, it is unsafe to lay too much 
stress on its originality and sublimity 
(see e.g. Sanday, Life of Chr. in Recent 
Research, 128), since this tends to 
set arbitrary limits to the effects of 
divine inspiration upon the evangel- 
ist. The principal defence must be 
that, rightly understood, it contains 
nothing essential which makes its 
genuineness impossible, as the follow- 
ing notes will shew. Whether, or 
to what extent, the familiar features 
of Jewish Apocalyptic have been 
added or heightened by the orange 
ist cannot be known. 

31. drav 5¢ KrA.] The Lord shea 
of the Son of Man in the 3rd person, 
and only the Twelve would know 
that He spoke of Himself as He was 
to be. The Messianic King (vv. 34, 
40) appears invested, at last, with His 
royal functions. On the ‘glory’ of 
the Son of Man see xvi. 27, and on the 
angels attending Him xiii. 41, xvi. 27, 
Xxiv. 31. dyyeou is an interpreta- 
tion of a dytot (DWP) in Zach. xiv. 5. 

32. Kal ovvaxOrjoovrar ktX.] The 
expectation of a resurrection of all 
men for judgment is implied; ef. 
Dan. xii... 2, Enoch li. 1, Test. 
Benj. x., Sib. iv. 178-190, 4 Esd. 
vii. 32, xiv. 35 ; see Volz, Jad. Esch. 
243-8. mdavra ta €0vn do not 
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am Gddprwv, BoTEP O Toiunv adopiter Ta mpoBata aro 


an Sey 
Tov épidwv, Kal ornoes 
trois é€« SeEiav avtod 
/ 
Mov, KANpovounoate tiv 
ot lel 
amo KataBodhs Kocpmou' 


merely form part of the ‘grand back- 
ground’ (Wellh.) of the picture, and 
then fall out of sight; adrovs refers 
to them, and therefore the whole 
passage; they are the individuals 
comprising the €Ov7 (cf. Ac. xxvi. 17), 
and include all human beings, those 
placed on the right hand as well as 
those on the left. dqopéfew in this 
connexion recurs only in xiii. 49, 
but the thought plays a large part 
‘in the teaching ascribed to Jesus; ef. 
vii. 19-23, 24-27, viii. 11 f, x. 32 fi, 
mie sOt.. xill,.30, 40 fL., xxil. 12:-£., 
xxiv. 40 f,, 46-51, xxv. 10-12. 
dorep 6 touunv KTA.] A striking 
instance of a homely illustration 


conveying a tremendous truth. With 


a lightning touch the whole drama 
is described, and the ease and certainty 
of the irrevocable separation. Sheep 
in Palestine may have been mainly 
white, and goats black (cf. Cant. iv. 
I, vi. 5), or the former. were more 
valuable, or more gentle (cf. Ez. xxxiv. 
17, 20 ff.); or, more simply, two 
classes are thought of within the 
flock, with no symbolic meaning in 
the colours. 

33. Kal orjoes KTA.] The right 
side and the left being, according to 
ancient thought, lucky and unlucky, 
the former was the place of honour ; 
ef. Test. Benj. x. 4, tTére dWerOe 
*Evax .. . Kat laxwPB dvicrapévovs 
éx Sefiav ev dyaAdidoe, and class. 
instances in Wetstein. 

34. .Tére épet kTA.] The thought 
of the Son of Man as King has 
been prepared for by the ‘throne of 
His glory’ (v. 32). As the Messiah 


Ta ev 
avtod Ta Sé épipia €& evovipor. 


mpoBata é« Seay 33 
Tote épel 0 Baatreds 34 


a e fal 
Acite, of evroynuévor Tod rarpos 
NT OLMAT LEVY 
2 / \ 
émeivaca yap Kal édoKxaTé pol 35 


vpiv PBacirelav 


was evoynmévos (xxi. 9, xxiii, 39), 
so are those whom He accepts, 
‘Ye blessed ones’ is absolute, 
followed by ‘who belong to My 
Father’; cf. the genitives in 1 Cor. ° 
iii, 23. The E.V. ‘ye blessed of My 
Father’ obscures this. On xAnpo- 
vopnoare see v. 5. For the thought 
of yrowacpevny cf. xx. 23 (note), 
Heb. xi. 16; it is frequent in Apoc. 
writings (Volz, Jiid. Esch. 124). It 
implies foreknowledge and election, 
and yet the following verses assume 
real human responsibility (see on 
xviii. 7). KataBorAn Koocpov (xiii. 
35 kataBoAn), apparently unknown 
outside the N.T., occurs in Lk. xi. 
50, Jo. xvii. 24, Epp.5, Apoc.?; cf. Ass. 
Mos. i. 14 ‘ab initio orbis terrarum,’ 
4 Esd. vi. 1 ‘initio terreni orbis,’ 
Plut. Ag. an Ign. ii., dua ry mpaory 
kataBorAy tov avOpdruv. 

35, 36. emeivaoa xtr.] Vo. 35- 
40 while reflecting Jewish thought 
express a new and unique truth. 
Kindness to the poor and suffering 
finds wide recognition in Jewish 
writings: cf. Is. lviii. 7 (hungry, 
homeless, naked), Job xxii. 7, Prov. 
xxv. 21 (hungry, thirsty), Ez. xviii. 
7, Tob. iv. 16 (hungry, naked), Sir. 
vii. 35 (sick); cf. Ned. 40a, ‘he 
who visits the sick will be saved 
from the judgment of Gehinnom.’ 
For a verbal parallel cf. Test. Jos. 1, 
év doOeveia nunv Kat 6 tyworos ér- 
exkéyaTd pe’ ev pvdaky juny Kat 
6 gwrp éxapirwre pe. And see 
Wetstein. The best rabb. thought 
placed ‘performance of kindnesses’ 
on a higher level than mere alms- 
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37 we, eV purany heavy Kat AOaTeE ™ pos pe. 
KplOnoovTat avT@ ot Sixarot AéyovTes 


Tore 
Kupte, TOTE OE 


atro- 


elSapev Trevavta Kab eOpéaper, } Supavta Kal éroticaper ; 


38 mote 5é 
39 Kal trepieBdXoper ; 


4ogvrann Kal jOopev mpds ce; 


giving; cf. Sukk. 49b, Ab. i. 2 
(Taylor), ‘On three things the world 
standeth, on the Torah, the Worship, 
and the performance of kindnesses.’ 
In inculeating kindness, the Lord 
speaks of it as a criterion by which 
all mankind will be judged ; but the 
non-mention of other criteria does 
not exclude them. The uniqueness 
of the verses lies not in their ethical 
teaching but in the new conception 
of the Son of Man; see v. 40. For 
ouvnyayere cf. Deut. xxii, 2 (FDN 
Targ™ wd), Jud. xix. 18. Allen 
compares the late Heb. DIAN ND3ID, 
‘reception of travellers,’ hospitality. 

37-39. Tore arokptOnoovTat KTA.] 
The Sixavou (cf. xiii. 43, 49) are 
those who are shewn to be such by 
being placed at the King’s right 
hand; ‘hoe ipso judicio declarati’ 
(Beng.). They are the éxAexroé (xxii. 
14, xxiv. 31), the viol r7s BactAeias 
(xiii. 38). Their question shews 
that ‘their kindnesses had been 
wrought with no reference to, or 
thought of, Christ, they did them 
not as Christians or to Christians. 
The large heart of the Lord tran- 
scends all limits: kindness is kind- 
ness the world over. The same wide 
truth is taught mega ely, in Am. 

iii. 3. 

40. kal daoxpiOeis xtX.] The 
verse recalls x. 40, 42, xviii. 5, but 
the claim of the human Jesus in 
those passages is here the claim of 
the exalted Son of Man; cf. Ac. ix. 


/ \ 

oe eldapev Eévov Kal 
/ , 7 bd an DY 2 
mote 8€ ce eldouev acbevotvTa 7 év 


cuvnyayowev, 7) yupvov 


¢ \ 
kal atroxpiOels 0 Bacidevs 


5. .In the whole range of Jewish 
Apocalyptic the awful and tran- 
scendent Messiah is never pictured 
as a Being of human love and sym- 
pathy. The Lord seems to carry on 
the thought of Is. liii: (which He 
interpreted Messianically, see on xx. 


28 fin.) from His passion and death 


to His glory; He will’ not only 
suffer as the Representative of His 
nation, but when invested with His 
cosmic functions will identify Himself 
with all sufferers. This does not 
mean that the title ‘Son of Man’ 
denotes the Ideal or Representative 
Man ; but He could sympathize, as 
it was felt that God could sympathize ; 
ef. Is. lxiii. 9 (K*ri, E.V.), Prov, xix. 
14 [17] Abd ii 13 ‘One that 
borroweth from Man is as he that 
borroweth from God.” And _ see 
Edmunds, Buddh. and Chr. Gosp. 105, 
‘Whoever, O monks, would wait 
upon me, let him: wait upon the sick.’ 
More than this would have been 
unintelligible to the disciples at the 
time. After the Resurrection, and 
helped by the influence of Greek 
thought, Christians were divinely 
led to the conception of the mystical 
oneness of an immanent Christ with 
humanity. «ides ydp, pyoiv, tov 
adeApov cov, eldes Tv Oedv cov 
(Clem. Strom. I. xix. 94, I. xv. 71). - 
‘Vidisti, inquit, fratrem, vidisti 
dominum tuum’ (Tert. De Orat. xxvi.). 
The value of the conception cannot 
be better shewn than in the words 
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41 katnpauevor] NBL 33 102; pr o AD al minn.pler 


of one who is unable to share it: 
‘Judaism also has taught and still 
teaches the worth of every human 
soul. But the particular motive— 
for his sake—is. necessarily wanting 
to its adherents. They have to say 
. for God’s sake instead of Jesus’s sake, 
and doubtless the peculiar combina- 
tion in Jesus, as simple Christian 
believers hold—of the man and the 
God—has given an immense power 
to this special motive, ‘‘for his sake.” 
Tt would be foolish not to recognize 
the force and grandeur of ethical 
motive in a religion, because, as the 
religion is not one’s own, one cannot 
share, or be stimulated by, that 
motive’ (Montefiore, The Syn. Gosp. 
ii. 754). | 

éf’ daov ktA.] For éd’ dcov (not 
in uxx.) ef. Rom. xi. 13; elsewhere 
in the N.T. it means ‘as long as.’ 
tovTwv refers to the classes of sufferers 
just mentioned, not, as some explain, 
to a group standing by the Son of 
Man in the picture. évi 7. €Aaxyiotwv 
corresponds with éva tT. puxpov (x. 
42) and radiov rovotrov ev (xviii. 5). 
The love and sympathy of the Son 
of Man for all sufferers is profoundly 
expressed in T. ddeAd@ov pov, and 
the truth remains even if the ex- 
pression is not genuine. It is omitted 
in v, 45, perhaps by accident or for 
brevity ; but it is possibly a gloss 
added by one who thought that the 
éAdxvoro. must be Christians. Its 


omission here in. B* ff"? and in some 
quotations in Clem., Orig., Hil., Amb., 
al, was probably due to v. 45. 

41, Tore épet KTA.] Those on the 
right are oi déxasot, but a terrible 
reticence suppresses the epithet for 
those on the left (cf. v. 41, airod v. 
44, otro. v. 46). The latter are 
‘accursed’ (sc. by My Father), but 
they do not ‘belong to My Father’ ; 
ef. v. 34. KaTnpapévor might mean 
‘accursed now by My judgment’; 
but the addition of the article (see 
Appar.) is probably a right correction. 
Jewish language is again employed. 
For fire as a symbol of punishment 
see iii, ro, and for aidveov see Add. 
n, after xviil, 9. 

7d Hrowsacpevov KTA,] The devil 
and his angels take the place of the © 
duiv of v. 34; the fire is already 
prepared for them because they are 
already condemned, but meet their 
final doom at the Judgment. For 
Jewish parallels see Volz, Jiid. Esch. 
273 f. If the dmd xaraBodrjs 
koopov of .v, 34 is intentionally 
omitted, there may be a reference to 
the thought that while the Kingdom 
was prepared for the righteous from 
the beginning, the fall of the wicked 
angels and their condemnation 
occurred later in time. Rabb. 
writers differ as to whether Gehenna 
was prepared before or after the 
creation, On didBodos see iv. I, 
and for his angels cf. Apoc. xii. 7, 9. 
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44. tére darokpiOjncovtat KTA.] 
Their self-defence, like the disclaimer 
of the righteous, is that they have 
had no opportunities of ministering 
to the Son of Man. 


46. Kat ameAetoovTar kTXrX.] On 
drépxerOar and its equivalent BAy- 
Ojvar see v. 29 f, xviii. 8 f The 
latter would here be impossible 
because the verb is required also for 
the second clause. On (w7) see vii. 
14, xviii. 8. 

Xxvl, xxvii. THE Last Days oF 
THE LoRD’s EARTHLY LIFE. 

Foghat (Miller Seis it is Ibs 
Tur Dats. PLANs OF 
THE SANHEDRIN FOR THE ARREST. 


1. kal éyévero KtX.] See on vii. 
28. 

2. oldate xTA.] Mt. alone re- 
lates that the Lord reminded the 
disciples of the date, introducing a 


- reference to His death, already thrice 


predicted (xvi. 21 ff, xvil. 22 fl, xx. 
17 ff.). Mk. simply states the date, 
hy S€ To mdcxa Kal Td dupa pera 
duo 7pépas, where ‘after two days’ 
can be understood literally, not, as 
some explain it, as equivalent to 
‘on the next day.’ It is true that 
‘after three days’ (Mk. viii. 31) 
is interpreted by Mt. (See xvi. 21) 
and Lk. as ‘on the third day’; but 
in both Gk, and Aram. ‘on the 


lal 9, 


pabnrais avtodD Oldare Ore 
morrow’ can be expressed by a single 
word, though not ‘on the day after 
to-morrow.’ Cf. Hos. vi. 2, where 
‘after two days’ seems to be synony- 
mous with ‘on the third day.’ If, 
then, the Crucifixion was on Friday, 
this verse deals with Wednesday. 
Mt. follows Mk. in this, but omits 
kai Ta aupa, either as superfluous 
or, more probably, as incorrect, since 
in Lev. xxiii. 5 f, Num. xxviii. 16 f. 
the Passover is commanded for the 
14th and Mazzoth (a(vpa) for the 
15th of the first month. The same 
looseness of expression, however, is 
found in Jos. Ant. xvi. ix. 3. 
Allen’s conjecture is unnecessary, 
that ‘after two days’ is due to a 
misreading of an Aram, expression 
meaning ‘after some days’  Lk., 
with Mk.,, identifies the festivals but 
avoids numbering the days: jyyufev 
de y eoptn Tov dtipwv 7 Acyopevn 
macya. For other notes on the 
chronology see wv. 6, 17. 

méoxa, invariable ‘in the N.T. 
(Evv.”, Ac. xii. 4, 1 Cor. v. 7, Heb. 
xi. 28), is the usual Lxx. translitera- 
tion of NDS (Aram, NNDB, NMD*S) ;x 
gdoek (-x) is confined to Jer. 
Xxxvill, [xxxi.] 8 and 2 Chr. (xxx.°, 
xxxv.”), but is used by Aq. Sym. ; 
Philo and Josephus have récxa, the 
latter also ¢éc0ya. On the a, for the 
Heb. Aram. ¢ or i see Nestle, EapT. 
Xxi. 521, Dalman, Gr.” 138. 
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kat 6 vids KtA.] ‘The Passover, 
when the Son of Man ete.’ For xaé 
instead of a subordinate clause cf, v. 
45 (Blass, §77. 6). The words are 
not so much a prediction as a re- 
ference to that in xx. 17 ff. (see 
note). On-zapadidotar see xvii. 
22, and on the prophetic pres. Blass, 
. § 56.9. 

3. TéTe kTA,] The aorists describe 
a meeting of the Sanhedrin on a 
~ definite occasion; Mk., followed by 
Lk., has the imperf. é(jrovr, a general 
statement that they were searching 
for an opportunity, but Mt. inter- 
prets it as meaning that they were 
consulting at the time that the 
words of v. 2 were uttered. In» 5, 
however, he adopts Mk.’s imperf. 
éXeyov. The event from which Mk. 
(v. 1a) reckons ‘after two days’ is 
probably the action of Judas (v. 10), 
separated by the parenthesis in vv. 
Ib, 2, and by the account of the 
anointing at Bethany. The avdAy 
(atrtwm), not strictly the ‘palace’ 
(A.V.) but its ‘court’ (R.V.), whither 
the Lord was taken from Gethsemane 
(v. 58), was suitable for an informal 
meeting. In the uxx. it mostly 
stands for the court of the tabernacle 
or the temple, but occasionally for 
that of a palace or mansion (eg. 
2 Regn. xvii. 18, Tob. ii. 9, and 
freq. in Est.). Joseph Caiaphas (so 
Jos. Ant. XVIII. ii. 2) was high priest 
¢ AD. 18-36. In Jo. xviii. 13 he 
is stated to be son-in-law of Hannas 
(or Ananos, son of Seth, high priest 


My) év 7H 


lal 


éopTy, va pny OopuBos 5 


AD. 6-15). On the numerous 
appointments to the office see 
Schiirer, HJP. 11. i. 197-206. The 
surname is strictly a subst., ? ‘the 
Soothsayer, 853? (Dalm. Worterb. 
3). . 

5. eAeyov S€ xrA.] Jesus on the 
contrary had said (v. 2) that it would 
be on the festival, and He was right. 
Mt. can hardly, however, have in- 
tended to express this contrast by 
d€ (Spitta). Mk. has €A. ydp, ‘ex- 
plaining their continued unsuccess 
(e(jrovy) or the necessity of craft. 
py ev tH €opty: they spoke of 
avoiding disturbance only, not a 
violation of Jewish law. Possibly 
there was no law at that time for- 
bidding an arrest on a feast day. 
But to the high-priestly rulers, who 
took the lead in the plots, the letter 
of the law may have been less im- 
portant than fear of the Romans and 
the desire to do away with Jesus. 
év 7. €opty may, however, mean ‘in 
the period of the (seven day) festival’ ; 
ef. Neh. viii. 14. They could hardly 
have wished to postpone the arrest 
till after the pilgrims had dispersed, 
since Jesus also would naturally be 
expected to depart when: the festival 
was over, and their opportunity 
would be lost. Nor was there any 
reason, such as Herod had in S. 
Peter’s case (Ac. xii. 3 f) for keeping 
Him in prison. They had been 
scheming for some time, but found 
no opportunity till the last moment, 
when Judas betrayed Him. They 
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acted as secretly as they could on 
Thursday night, and if the Cruci- 
fixion took place on Friday afternoon, 
the arrest probably did not break 
the law, because the festival began 
at 6 p.m. on Friday. The tumult 
to be avoided might arise between 
the Jews of the city and the pilgrims 
from the north, the latter holding 
Jesus to be a prophet, if not the 
Messiah. It is strange, however, 
that they should fear an uproar only 
during the festival; since the city 
was already crowded with pilgrims 
who flocked to Jesus in the temple 
(Lk. v. 37 f£.), the uproar would take 
place if He were arrested before the 
festival began. Lk. has simply 
époBotvro yap tov Aadv. Mk, 
Lk. use ads in sense of dxAos, but 
Mt. thinks of them as a nation (see 
on iv. 23, xxi. 26) distinct from the 
Romans to whom the Sanhedrin 
would be answerable. 

6-13, 
1-8.) 

6. tov de “Incot xtA.]_ The in- 
cident is unconnected in time with 
the events of vv. I-5 (see on v. 3); 
Mt. and Mk. assign no date, and 
Mk. does not record that the Lord 
returned to Bethany after the walk 
to the city and the cursing of the 
fig-tree (Mk. xi. 12 ff.), while Lk, 
xxl. 37 suggests that He passed each 
night in the open air (see on Mt. 
xxl. 17). Jo, xii. I gives the date as 
six days before the Passover, the day 
before the Entry (see on Mt. xxi. 1), 
and this is accepted by a consensus of 


(Mk. xiv. 3-9, Jo. xii. 


THE ANOINTING AT BETHANY. ~ 


opinion. Jo. does not name Simon ; 
he relates that ‘they made Him a 
supper there, at which Martha 
waited, Lazarus was one of the diners, 
and Mary performed the act of loving 
reverence. When the Petrine narra- 
tive took shape, Mary was probably 
still living, and the omission of her 
name in Mk. was natural. If Martha’s 
house (cf. Lk. x. 38) was Simon’s, 
the latter may have been the father 
of the family (Thphlact.), or Martha’s 
husband, either now dead or separ- 
ated from her by his leprosy, or still 
called 6 Aerpds, though his leprosy 
had been cured, to distinguish him 
from the many others of the name; 
Jer. compares MaO@aios 6 teAdvys. 

7. mpoonrAGev xrX.] Alabaster 
phials were used for precious oint- 
ments; cf. Theocr. xv. 114, Pliny, 
HN, xxxvi. 12, and passages in Swete. 
Possibly it was used for any phial 
employed for the purpose, as a child’s 
‘marbles’ are often made of glass. 
The true form is dAdBacros, some- 
times neut. plur. in Gk. writers, but 
masc. or fem, in the sing. 76 .dAd- 
Bacrpov occurs in 4 Regn. xxi. 13 (A). 
Jo. relates that the woman brought a 
Aitpa (Vulg. libra), c. 12 02. Bapv- 
tipov, vl. moAuvtivov (both late 
words), takes the place of Mk.’s class. 
moAvteAots. Bapdr. occurs in Strabo 
Xvil. 13; cf. ‘grave pretium’ (Sall.). 
The ointment was estimated at over 
300 denarit (Mk., Jo.), the practical 
value of which can be gathered from 
OG, Nilke yak Sy/y ILS se O'S: 


8. iédvres xTA.] Contrary to his 
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custom (see on viii. 26) Mt. relates 
something derogatory to the disciples, 
while Mk. says only tives, and Jo. 
speaks of Judas only. They did 
not express their indignation openly, 
_but mpds éavrods (Mk.), in their 
minds, or by whispers to each other ; 
yvovs S¢ 6 “I. (v. 10) shews that 
Mt. understood it so. For dmdXeva 
- ‘waste’ cf. Polyb. vi. 59. 5 (contrasted 
with tipyous), and M.-M. Vocab. 
s.v.; and see Prov. xxix. 3, doXe? 
mXovTov. 

9. edtvato KTr.] oXAXod is for 
Mk.’s éravw Syvapiwv tpraxociwv: cf. 
the omission of numbers in viii. 32, 
xiv. 17, 19. Almsgiving was pro- 
bably expected from the Passover 
pilgrims (cf. Jo. xiii, 29) as an ac- 
companiment of their worship. There 
were many poor inand near Jerusalem; 
ef, Mk. x. 46, xii, 42, Lk. xix. 8, Jo. 
ix. 8, Ac. iii, 2, vi. 1, Rom. xv. 26, 
Gal. ii. 10; and see Gosp. Heb. quoted 
at xix. 22. 

10. yvovs 6€ xtXA.] ‘For komovs 
[-ov] mapéxew (Vulg. molestus esse) 
oF IW sek Gy Sanbn, By Kea wae Tze 
7H yvvacki gives the impression that 
she was a stranger, but Mk. has 
only atr7, which is more suitable if 
she was Mary. To give to the poor 
is to give to the Lord (xxv. 40), but 
personal devotion to Him is also a 
‘good work’ (see on v. 16). To the 
few who to-day spend themselves 
mainly on worship and meditation 
(whom Mary again exemplifies in 
Lk. x. 39-42) active ‘workers’ are 


warned not to say ‘To what purpose 
is this waste?’ eis eué: Mk. ev 
€moi ; see On Xvii. 12, 

II. mdvtote KtA.] Cf. Deut. xv. 
11. Mt, Jo. omit Mk’s addition 
‘and whenever ye will ye can 
[always] do them good’ For the 
thought ‘Me ye have not always’ 
ef. ix. 15, Jo. xvii. 11; a different 
truth is expressed in Mt. xviii. 20, 
XXViil. 20, 

12, Badotoa xtr.] On BadrAcw 
see x, 34. ‘With a view to my lay- 
ing out for burial hath she done it,’ 
with the implied thought ‘though 
she does not know it.’ Mk. has 6 éoyev 
éroinvev' mpoeAaBev prupicar 7d 
copa pov eis Tov evTadiac pov, which 
Preuschen (ZNW., 1902, 252 f.) criti- 
cizes on the ground that the anointing 
of the body at burial, as distinct from 
placing spices in the grave-clothes, 
was unknown in Israel; and he 
refers to an obscure Roman parallel. 
On the difficult form of the words 
in Jo. see Westcott. For the late 
evragidfew cf. Jo. xix. 40, Gen, 1. 
2 (DIM ‘embalm’), Test. Judah 
26, pdels pe evtadidon rodvr- 
teAei eoOntr. Gen. Le. also has 
-ao7Hs which oceurs in papyri (Deiss- 
mann, Bible St. 120), 

13. duyv xtA.] See on v.. 18. 
Those present condemn her, but she 
is to receive honour forall time. It 
is difficult to believe that the words 
came from the lips of Jesus. Not 
only does Jo. omit them, and Lk. 
(probably) the whole incident (see 
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Add, n.), but the Lord’s expectation 
of the immediate advent of the 
Kingdom, which in iv. 23 7s the 
Gospel, forbids us to think that He 
would speak of a world-wide preach- 
ing of the Gospel, even if kéapos 
means oikovpevn, the Roman world 
(see xxiv. 14, note; cf. ‘Mk’ xvi. 
15). As in xxiv. 14, Mt. adds rotro 
to Mk.’s evayyéAvov ; there it refers 


Tore sopevdels els tav 


to the contents of the foregoing dis- 
course ; here it seems to be an obscure 
reference to Christ’s atoning death, 
implied in the mention of His em- 
balming. «is pyvnpdo. avrhs: ‘fora 
reminder of her’ (sc. to men). There 
is no exact parallel to this; but a 
pevnpoovvey of men before God (Ac. 
x. 4) is an O.T. thought: Ex. xxviii. 
12, xxx. 16, Numi xo 40 


Additional Note on the Anointing at Bethany. 


Lk. vii. 36-50 contains a narrative which is parallel in the following 
points: Jesus was at a meal in the house of a man named Simon, and a 
woman entered and anointed Him with a valuable ointment which she 
brought in an alabaster phial ; and objection was raised to the action. But 
all else is different. The incident is related after the discourse to the 
people about the Baptist; the place is not named; the host was a Pharisee ; 
the woman was a ‘sinner’; the objection raised was that, if Jesus were a 
prophet (a reputation attached to Him chiefly in Galilee), He would know 
what sort of woman she was; and the answér dealt with the greatness of 
a penitent’s love in proportion to the sins forgiven. Mt., Mk. say that the 
woman was anointing the Lord’s head (as a devoted friend might honour a 
guest), Lk. that, standing behind at His feet weeping (as a penitent), she 
began to bedew His feet with her tears, and was wiping them with her 
hair, and kissing them and anointing them.- Jo. (xii. 3) seems to introduce 
two details from this account: ‘she anointed the feet of Jesus, and wiped 
them with the hairs of her head’ (see Bernard, St. John, ad loc.). The rela- 
tion of Lk.’s narrative to Mk.’s is doubtful ; but neither can one simply have 
grown out of the other. It is possible, however, that in Lk.’s source a 
narrative of an entirely distinct incident was coloured from the Marcan story 
by the addition of the three references to ointment, kouicaca dAdBaortpov 
popov and kal 7AEupe TO ptpy (v. 38), and v. 46, apart from which the only 
real point of similarity in the two narratives is the very common name 
Simon ; and that too may have been taken over from Mk. 


14-16. (Mk. xiv. ro f., Lk. xxii, 3- 
6.) Tne BARGAIN MADE BY JUDAS. 

14, TéTe KTA.] Tore is Mt.’s form 
of transition to his next incident 
(see on ii. 7), which probably occurred 
on the day indicated in v. 2 (see on 
v. 3). fs (Mk. 6 eis, see Swete) 
tov didexa, Lk. dvra ék Tod dprOpov 


t. 6, expresses a sorrowful indigna- 
tion which the Church never ceased 
to feel; cf. v. 47 (Mk. Lk), Jo. vi. 
713 and “see Mikj ixty.20; Ou: 
"Ioxapudtns see x. 4. The chief 
priests, as the official rulers, were 
those with whom the bargain must 
be made. Lk. adds kati orparnyots 
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(sc. Tod tepod), the Levitical temple 
guard, who are mentioned in the 
N.T. in Lk., Ac. only. 

~15. té OédXere xrA.] Virtually 
a protasis—‘ If you give me enough’ 
—the apodosis being introduced by 
a consec. kai (Blass, § 77. 6). The 
deliberateness with which Judas 
took the initiative is expressed in 
Mk.’s iva atrdv mapadot airois, 
which Mt, and Lk. expand differently. 
There seems to be some emphasis on 
éy6—‘ I, though one of His disciples.’ 

On zrapaducw see x. 4. 

ot 6¢ €orncav KTr.] Mk.’s ot 8&8 
dkovoavres éExdpnoav (Lk. kal éx.) 
is omitted. The arrest could have 
been arranged without expense at 
some future time, but they were glad 
of the offer because it enabled them 
to effect it before the festival. Mk, 
says that they ‘promised’ (erny- 
yeiAavro), Lk. ‘made a compact’ 
(cvveevto) to give him money, the 
payment of which is assumed in Ac. 
i. 18; but Mt. relates that they paid 
him on the spot. Both éoryncay and 
the sum named are due to Zach, xi. 
12, Kal éorycav tov pucOdv pov 
TpidkovTa dpyupovs (sc. oikAovs) ; 
see on xxvii. 3-10. For ioravas, 
‘to place in the scale, weigh’ (pw, 
ef. also 2 Regn. xviii. 12, Job xxviii. 
15, and metaph. Ac.-vii. 60. The 30 
pieces of silver were shekels = tetra- 
drachms=ortatnpas (Dabq), and 
equivalent to 120 denarii = £4: 16s. ; 
see on xvii. 24. The plur. dpyvpua 
(see xxv. 27) is confined to Mt. 

16. Kal do ToTe kTA.] Lk. adds 
dtep oxAov, explaining the ‘oppor- 
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tune moment’ as one in which the 
arrest could be effected without 
disturbance. Mk.’s evxaipws (cf, 2 
Tim. ly. 2) may have the same force, 
or may mean ‘in good time’ before 
the festival (see on v. 5 above). For 
evkaipia, opportunitas, cf. Ps. ix. 10, 
exliv. [exlv.] 15. 


17-20. (Mk. xiv. 12-17, Lk. 
Xxil, 7-14.) PREPARATIONS FOR 
THE PascHaL Manat. 

17. tH 5€ mpdty KTA.] Mk. Kai 
T. Tp. Nuepe T. aC, OTe Td TavTXa 
eOvov, Lk. jAGev S€ 7 yuepa Tr. a 
év 7 eet OverOar Td wdéoxa. Here 
is the crux of the chronology. All 
the synn. identify (as Mk. v. 1) 
the Passover and the first day of 
Unleavened Bread; and Mk. further 
identifies the day of the killing of 
the lambs with that of the eating of 
them, the astronomical but not the 
Jewish reckoning. Mt, from his 
knowledge of Jewish customs, omits 
‘when they were killing the Passover 
victim,’ but, like Lk., follows Mk. in 
placing the incident on the day on 
which, at 6 p.m., Nisan 14 began, so 
that the Last Supper coincides with 
the eating of the Passover. But the 
chronology of the 4th Gosp. is to 
be preferred, according to which the 
Lord died at the time that the lambs 
were being killed. For (1) the two 
disciples would hardly have had 
time to make the preparations on 
the 14th. (2) Apart from this verse 
there is nothing in the present 
section which demands that date. 
(3) Details of the Last Supper make 
its identity with the Passover very 
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doubtful. (4) The Sanhedrin had 
determined to arrest Jesus before the 
festival, yet according to the synoptic 
chronology they arrested Him on the 
festival. (5) No Jew would carry 
arms on the festival (v. 51 Mk., Lk.), 
nor would Joseph have bought linen 
(Mk. xv. 46). And if dr dypov 
(Mk. xv. 21, Lk.) means that Simon 
was returning from work, though 
that is not necessarily the meaning, 
it must have been before the festival 
began. (6) Mk. xv. 42 can only 
mean that Joseph buried the Body 
at once, because it was Friday after- 
noon, and the hour when the 
Sabbath would begin (6 p.m.) was 
near, Hence (Lk. xxiii. 56) the 
women could not embalm it at once, 
but were obliged to wait till the 
Sabbath was over. 

The discrepancy between the synn. 
and the 4th Gosp. mainly lies in 
the present verse. Attempts at 
harmonization have been made, 
Chwolson, Das letzte: Passahmahl 
Christi, holds ‘that when Nisan 14 
fell on a Friday, the lambs were 
killed on the previous day, because 
there was not time to roast them 
before 6 p.m.; and in such a case 
some Jews ate the Passover at the 
correct time on Friday night (i.e. the 
beginning of the Sabbath), while 
others, among whom were Jesus and 
the Twelve, ate it on the previous 
evening. Some have even held that 
Jesus, as ‘ Lord of the Sabbath,’ ante- 
dated the feast on His own authority. 
Spitta, Urchristentwm, i. 226 ff., 
thinks that the Last Supper, in 
Mk.’s original narrative, was on 
Thursday, but that the Lucan-Pauline 
tradition that it was the Paschal 
meal led to the interpolation of Mk, 
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xiv. 12-16, Allen, on the basis of 
a suggestion by Chwolson (Monatsschr. 
f. Gesch. u. Wiss, d. Jud. \xxiii. 537 ff), 
conjectures that the Aram. NP, 
‘first? and NDP or “OP, ‘before,’ 
have been confused in Mk, and that 
the Aram. underlying his traditions 
may have meant ‘on the day before 
the Azuma,’ which loosely denoted 
‘on the day before the Passover.’ 
This. would dispose of the principal 
difficulty ; but there are other 
passages in which the synn. seem to 
have been influenced by the conflict- 
ing tradition that the Last Supper 
was the Paschal meal. 

_a¢vpa, is the Lxx. equivalent of 
ny82, ‘unleavened cakes’ The 
festival is called 1 éopri) Tov a¢ 
(Exod, xxiii. 15, Lk. xxii. 1) or the 
whole week ai juépat 7. af. (Ac. xii. 
3, xx» 6). The simple ra a&¢ (only 
here, and Mk, xiv. 1, 12) is a class. 
use; cf. ra Avoviova, Ta Llavabjvaca, 
and yevérwa (xiv. 6), 7. éyKaivia (Jo. 
X22): 

mpoonAGov «tA.] Lk. prefixes 
to their question a command to Peter 
and John to go and prepare the 
Passover. For the delib, conj. with 
GéXeus see xiii, 28. 

18, imdyere xTA.] It is not 
stated, as in Mk., Lk., that two only 
of the disciples received the command. 
mpos Tov Seiva: a class. use, found 
in Aq. Ruth iv. 1, 1 Regn. xxi, 2 
[3] 4 Regn. vi. 8 for sibs 958, 
Mt. thus sums up the description in 
Mk., Lk., of the means whereby the 
right householder was to be found, 
z.é, that they were to follow a man 
(probably a slave) whom they would 
see carrying a pitcher of water. Mt. 
apparently did not attach importance 
to the details, which suggests that 
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he did not think of them as 
miraculous. And they do _ not 
necessitate that explanation ; the Lord 
had friends in the city, and had 
made His plans, 

kal eimate xtX.] The note of 
authority is preserved in all the 
synn. The householder was an 
adherent of Jesus, who would accede 
to the request as the owner of the 
colt had done (xxi. 2f.). Only Mt. 
has ‘ My time is at hand,’ a markedly 
Johannine feature ; it does not mean 
‘the time of my Passover feast,’ but 
refers to the approaching Passion 
(cf. v. 2). Mt. avoids the question 
(see on viii. 29) mov éotw Td 
katdAupd pov; The pron. suggests 
that an arrangement had already 
been made with the owner of the 
house; perhaps TO katdAvpa (Lk.) 
has the same force, ‘the chamber 
that we agreed upon.’ The prophetic 
pres. pos oé ow has the tone of 
a sovereign command. On mpds see 
xiii, 56. roveiy, agere, ‘celebrate’ 
(cf. Heb. xi. 28, Ac. xviii. 21 D) ‘is 
frequent in the Lxx. (=MWY) in 
connexion with the Passover and 
other festivals. The conjectures that 
the room was the ‘upper room’ of 
Ac. i. 13, and that it was in the 
house of the mother of Mark (Ae, xii. 
12), so that the owner was Mark’s 
father (Sanday, Sacr. Sites 77), are 
possible, but without evidence. In 
the latter case, however, the father 
(if alive) not the mother would more 
likely have been named in Ac. 

19. kal éroinoay xtX.] Mt. omits 
the description in Mk. of the room 
which the householder would shew 
them, and instead of ‘they found as 
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’Owpias 8 20 
He had said unto them’ he relates that 
they obeyed the Master’s command, 
yroimacav (so Mk. Lk.) cannot 
include the provision of a lamb, 
since all the members of a family 
who were to partake of it were re- 
quired to be present at the ceremony 
of its slaughter at the temple. 
There is not a hint that.a lamb 
formed part of the Last Supper. 
The verb must have the same force 
as €Toludowpev (v. 17): they arranged 
the necessary preliminaries for the 
Passover on the next day but one. 

20. dias xtA.] The sending of 
the two disciples perhaps suggests 
that secrecy was necessary. Jesus 
did not enter the city until dark. 
dvexeito: Mk. €pyeras... Kal 
dvakeevwv avtov. Some think 
that ‘the Twelve’ in Mk. is a formal 
title used by the Church for the 
disciples as a body, since Jesus came 
to the city with ten only (cf. 1 
Cor. xy. 5; Holtzm. compares the 
‘Thirty’ at Sparta). But the two 
may haye returned to report that 
the preparations had been made, or 
épxeTar may mean ‘cometh to the 
room, the two having joined the 
others somewhere in the city. Lk. 
has of dréoToAou. 

21-25. (Mk. xiv. 18-21, 
XXll. 21-23, Jo. xiii. 21-30.) 
PREDICTION OF THE BETRAYAL. 

Lk. places this after the Eucharistic 
Act. Jo. (xiii. 30) relates that after 
the prediction Judas ‘went out 
immediately,’ but this affords no 
evidence as to the order, since he 
does not record the Eucharistic Act. 
If Judas was present af it, he was 
the first terrible example of those 
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whom S. Paul describes in 1 Cor, xi. 
27; if he went out before it, it is 
another indication that the meal was 
not the Passover, in the middle of 
which it is extremely improbable 
that any Jew would leave the table. 

21. kai. éoOidvrwy xtr.] The 
meal was in progress (cf. v. 26). 
This makes its identity with the 
Passover feast improbable, since 
every detail of the latter, both word 
and act, was prescribed by law and 
custom which Jesus was unlikely to 
disregard. On zapaddoes see x. 4. 
Mk. adds 6 éo@iwy per’ éuov, which 
anticipates v, 20 (Mt. 23), and has 
the appearance of a later addition 
due to Ps. xl. [xli.] 10, which is quoted 
in Jo. xiii. 18. 

22. kal Avrovpevor KTA.] Mk. 
npeavto AvmeirOa. Kal A€yeuw. 
They had been warned that He must 
suffer, but this was a new horror; 
small wonder that Mt. adds his 
characteristic ogdddpa (cf. xvii. 23). 
He transposes npfavro, marking the 
beginning of a continuous action (see 
on iv. 17), one disciple after another 
taking up the accusation; and he 
writes the class. eis éxaoros for Mk.’s 


eis kata efs (Blass, § 51.5). For 
pyre see on xii. 23. 
23. 6 éuBdpas xtr.] ‘He that 


hath dipped” Mk. cis tov dadexa 
(probably a later addition ; see on v. 
14 above) 6 éuBamrdopevos per’ enov 
eis 70 [ev] tpvBAvov, which need not 
mean that the one who next dipped 
‘was the betrayer, but quite generally, 
like Mt.’s aor. (Ssin partcp. ‘he that 
putteth forth his hand’), ‘one who 


has been sharing the meal with me.’ 
This was purposely ambiguous; the 
betrayer was not revealed, for they had 
all dipped; had he been, the-others 
would doubtless have tried to prevent 
the crime, which the Lord knew was 
according to His Father’s plan (v. 
24). It echoes the thought of Ps. 
xl... [xl] ro; see on ¥. 24.) Uk 
expresses it differently: ‘behold the 
hand of him that betrayeth me (is) 
with me on the table.’ Those who 


identify the meal with the Passover 


feast refer to the hardseth, a sauce 
composed of fruits, spices, and vinegar, 
into which food was dipped. But 
sauces were similarly used at other 
meals; cf. Ruth ii. 14; and see Pes. 
ii. 8, where it is forbidden to put 
flour into the Passover hardseth, im- 
plying that sauces thickened with 
flour were used on other occasions. 
euBdrrew is unique in bibl. Gk, 
except as a v.l. for Barres, Jo. xiii. 
26. .tpvBA.wv, apparently not a 
dimin., occurs in Aristoph. and later, 
and in the Lxx.=MWwp, ‘a (deep) 
bowl’ (Num. vii. 13 ete), Vulg. 
acetabulum. Itisnota ‘dish’ (A.V., 
R.V.) or ‘platter’ (Wicl., Tynd.), as in 
Vulg. parapsis (Mt.), catonus (Mk,). 
24. 6 pev vids Ktrd.] trdye, 
‘goeth his way,’ sc. to Him from 
whom He came, corresponds with the 
eX Geiv of v. 17 (see note), and implies 
the same high claim. In the 4th 
Gosp.. (vill, 14, °27, “Xi 3, 3's eae, 
xiv. 4f, 28, xvi. 5, 10, 16 f.) the 
thought is brought into prominence. 
KaOas yéypamta, (Lk. Kata 7d 
®pirpévov) points to such passages 
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as Ps. xxii, Is. liii, and to the 
O.T. sacrifices as types; cf, Mk. ix. 
12, Lk. xviii. 31, xxiv. 46, 1 Cor. 
XV: 3. 

ovat S€ xrA.] Not a curse (see xi. 
21) but an exclamation of anguish. 
The paradox of divine determination 
and human responsibility here finds 
its most tragic expression; see on 
xviii. 7. Origen emphasizes the 
dud: ‘non dixit . .. a quo traditur, 
sed per quem traditur. Judas was 
but an instrument, yet he acted 
voluntarily, and need not so have 
acted. ot did7u rpowpicro, dua TovTO 
mapéowkev’ GAA Sudte Tapédwxer, 
Sia TovTO mpowpicto, Tov Geod 
mpoeddros Td ravtTws droBnodpevov 
(Euth. Zig.) : 

Kadov jv KTX.] On Kadév see Vv. 


29. A maimed life, or no life at all, | 


is better than final death. Allen 
quotes parallels from Chag. 11 b, 
Enoch xxxviii. 2. On ei ovx, where 
the indic. denotes something contrary 
to fact, see Blass, § 75. 3, Moulton, 
i, 200. 

25. amwoxpiOeis kTA.] The verse 
is absent from Mk. Lk. If the 
question and answer were really 


uttered at the table, it must have 


been in whispers. Jo. xiii. 21-30 
fills in the story. Brooke (Camb. 
Bibl. Ess. 309 f.) suggests that the 
Lord dipped food in the bowl for 
each disciple in turn, so that ‘he it 
is for whom I shall dip the sop and 
give it to him’ (Jo. v. 26) was as 
enigmatical as the words in Mt. ». 
23; but if He gave it first to Judas, 
or at that moment said to him 
‘what thou doest do quickly,’ and 
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then Judas went out at once, it 
would afterwards be realized that He 
had, in fact, pointed out the betrayer, 
though only Judas knew it at the 
time. Mt. here expresses this later 
realization. The synn. imply that 
the disciples themselves dipped in 
the bowl, which they probably did, 
as an ordinary custom more than 
once during the meal; the dipping 
by Jesus was a special act. 6 apa- 
d.dovs ‘the betrayer’ describes Judas 
as he was afterwards known in the 
Church; cf. vv. 46, 48, xxvii. 3 v1. 
On the pres. ptcp. see Vili. 33. 

av eiras] Clearly an affirmative, 
probably with the force of an ad- 
mission. Dalm. Words 309 f., quotes 
Tos. Kelim, Bab. k. i. 6, where 
AWS means ‘thou art right.’ 
Here it may mean ‘Yes, but it is 
thou that’ hast forced the answer 
from me.” And see Thayer, JBL. 
xiii, 40-49. See on od efras (v. 64) 
and od Aéyets (xxvii. 11). 

26-29. (Mk. xiv. 
xxii, I5—20, I 
THE EvVCHARIST. 

The following notes deal only with 
Mt, Mk. The subject is treated 
more fully in the Add. n. 

26. éoOidvTwv ktA.] The incident 
occurred, like the last (v. 21), while 
the meal was in progress, which does 
not support its identification with 
the Passover feast. ebdAoynoas (v. 
27 edxapiornoas): He blessed, or 
thanked, God; cf. xiv. 19. Ssin 
paraphrases rightly ‘and blessed 
[sc. God] over it.’ It was probably 
an ordinary Grace, but extraordinary 
in being uttered in the middle of the 


Lk, 
23-25.) 


22-25, 
Cormeexi 
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meal, Cf. the Grace in the Jewish 
Daily Pr. Bk.: ‘Blessed art thou, 
Jehovah our God, King of the 
Universe, who bringest forth bread 
from the earth’ ; and before partak- 
ing of wine: ‘Blessed . . . Universe, 
Creator of the fruit of the vine.’ 
éxAaoev «KTX.] The breaking is 
essential to the full meaning of rovré 
éoriw: ‘this [broken bread] is My 
Body,’ which thus contains a reference 
to the Passion, and virtually includes 
the 7d trép tyov of S. Paul. The 
fraction may have succeeded or accom- 
panied the Benediction ; for the aor. 
ptcp. in the latter case see Blass, § 58. 
4. ayere is absent from Mk.; the 
act of eating is assumed to be included 
in that of taking. No ‘explanation’ 
of ‘This is My Body’ can be offered 
in a commentary ; its meaning varies 
for Christians with their varieties of 
' spiritual experience. 

27. Kat AaBwv xrr.] The absence 
of the art. with zorypuov in Mt., 
Mk. suggests that they did not think 
of any of the prescribed cups at the 
Passover feast. ‘ Drink ye all of it’ 
corresponds with ‘Eat, which Mt. 
added in the previous verse; Mk. 
has xkal ériv é€ adrov mavTes. 
The emphasis on raves, not found 
in connexion with the Bread, may 
be due to the thought of the New 
Covenant (see next verse), from which 
none of the Church’s first re- 
presentatives excluded himself, and 
which therefore embraced the whole 
Church. The words have been used 
in support of the Roman practice of 
withholding thé Cup from the laity, 
since those who drank were all 
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priests. But the same consideration 
would serve to prove that the 
Sacrament was not intended for the 
laity at all. 

28. rovro ydp KtA.] ydp is Mt.’s 
connexion with the previous com- 
mand, The words were spoken 
during the distribution of the Cup: 
Mk. probably means the same, though 
he records them after the disciples 
had drunk. The reference is to 
Exod. xxiv. 4-8, idod 7d aiua ths 
diabykys, the inauguration of God’s 
covenant with Israel at Sinai. Jesus 
inaugurates a covenant for those 
whom He had drawn from the old 
Israel. ov is attached to the com- 
pound subst. ‘ Blood-of-the-Covenant,’ 
Bundesblut : ‘this is my counterpart 
of ro aipa ths SuaPyKns at Sinai.’ 
This unmistakably includes the 
thought of sacrifice, z.e. the applica- 
tion of the victim’s blood, which is 
its life, poured out, set free from its 
body, and available for the use of 
others. This reference to the Sinai 
covenant, though it was not the 
cause of the liturgical use of the 
Decalogue in the English Cowmunion 
Office (see Scudamore, Not. Euchar.? 
629 f.), gives additional point to it. 
On the Gk. terms for ‘covenant’ see 
Westcott, Hebr. 298 ff., DOG. i. 274. 

76 mept troddOv KTA.] Mk. 73 
xx. brép ToAX. For zepié cf. Rom. 
vill. 3, Gal. i. 4 1, Heb. v. 3, 
x. 18, 1 Pet. tii 18) 4 Jon ny 2 
iv. 10; its use is connected with the 
LXX. mepl dmaprias, an equivalent 
for the subst, NNN, ‘sin-offering’ (cf. 
Heb. x. 8). It thus expresses the 
sacrificial thought more technically 
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than Mk.’s trép. The zodAdv 
echoes xx. 28 (see note). Mt. alone 
adds eis dderiv dpaptidv (which he 
avoided in his account of John’s 
baptism, iii. 2), emphasizing still 
further the sacrificial thought, and 
perhaps influenced by Is. liii. 12, 
dpaptias roAA@v dvijveyxev. Mt. 
thus combines the thoughts of the 
‘peace-offering,’ 7.e. communion, and 
the ‘sin-offering,’ 2.e. reconciliation. 
But the latter is presupposed in the 
former, even if Jesus did not say 
‘for the remission of sins.’ Possibly 
also He did not say ‘which is poured 
out for many’; it is absent from 
1 Cor.; but it is fully implied in 
‘my Covenant-Blood.’ The partcp. 
éxxvvvopevov is a prophetic pres., 
referring to the approaching Passion. 
The necessary sequel is implied, 
though not expressed, that the Blood 
must be sprinkled upon men and 
presented before God, as Moses 
sprinkled it upon the people and 
upon the altar. : 

29. éyw d€xrr.] The Cup points 
back to the Israel of old; but it 
also points forward to the perfected 
Israel in the days of the Messiah. 
It is a sacrificial means of cominunion 
with God; but it is also a foretaste 
of the feast of consummated com- 
munion. Cf. Did. ix., ‘We give 
thanks .. . for the holy Vine of 
David thy servant, which Thou 
didst make known to us through 
Jesus thy servant.’ The Messiah is 
the true Vine of which His people 
will partake. For the eschatological 
aspect of SuaOjxn cf. the use of 


Siar iPewar in Lk. xxii, 29. On the 
Messianic banquet see viii. 11. This 
consummation would come in the 
immediate future ; the Lord’s death, 
its necessary precursor, was to occur 
so soon that He would never again 
join in a meal on earth. For Aéeyw 
dé (LK. A. ydp) Mk’s dpiy AEyw 
(see on v. 18) is perhaps a later 
insertion. dm’ dpte (Mk. ovxéru, 
Lk. dxd tot viv): see on v. 64, 
xxiii. 39. For the yévnya of the 
vine cf. Is: xxxii. 12, Hab. iii. 17; 
and see Num. vi. 4. It is used in 
Polyb. of the produce of the earth; 
Deissmann (Bible St. 109 f.) gives an 
instance from a papyrus of 230 B.C. 
Tt may be an echo of the Grace for 
the wine which Jesus had just said 
(see v, 26). On 7) 7)€pa exeivy see Vii. 


.22. Mt. adds pel’ tudor, emphasiz- 


ing further the thought of Christ’s 
communion with His followers. 
The wine that, He would then drink 
would be ‘of a new kind,’ xawvov 
(see ix. 17), the ‘fulfilment’ (cf. Lk. 
xxli. 16) of the wine that He now 
gave them. Tov marpds pov is for 
Mk.’s tov Oeov. Lk. has €ws drov 
9 B. 7. Beod EXOy. 

None of the synn. makes it clear 
whether Jesus Himself partook of 
the Bread and the Cup. For patr. 
and liturgical passages which assert 
that He did see Scudamore, op. cit. 
612 f.,629.. A papyrus fragm. of an 
Egyptian liturgy has kat miudv eédwKev 
avtois eimov, AdBere miere KTA. 
(Schermann, Liturg. Pap. v. Dér- 
Balyzeh, and Cabrol’s art. ‘Canon’ 
in Dict. @arch. chrét. et de liturg.). 


Additional Note on the Eucharist. 


1. S. Paul states in 1 Cor. xi. 23-25 that he received from the Lord 
that which he also handed on to the Corinthians, that the Lord 
Jesus in the night in which He was being betrayed took bread, etc. The 
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principal variations from Mk. are: the omission of éSwxev adrois in the case 
of both Bread and Cup, of 7d trép roAAGy éxxvvvdpevov, and of the whole 
verse containing the prediction ovKéri od pr) iw KTA,; the addition of 7d 
brép tuav... dvdpvynow (v. 24), of pera 7d Secrvjoas, and of rovro roveite | 
.. dvdpvynow (v. 25); the alteration in the words at the giving of the Cup. 
The apostle’s claim to have ‘received from (d7é) the Lord’ his account 

of the Eucharist is similar to the claim made by the prophets of Israel ; 
and in neither their case nor his does it imply a verbal accuracy imparted 
by divine dictation. If it did, the synoptic account would be excluded from 
consideration. The words in no way deny that Church tradition was a 
source of his knowledge. Some hold that his account is dominated by his 
thought of Christ as the Paschal Lamb (cf. 1 Cor. v. 8); but he writes 
nothing that necessarily points to a Paschal view of the Eucharist. ‘The 
Cup of Blessing’ (1 Cor. x. 16) can hardly refer to the cup which bore that 
name in the Passover feast ; the latter was the third cup, preceded by part 
of the Hallel, and followed by a fourth cup and the remainder of the 
Hallel (Pesach. x. 5-7), while S. Paul places it at the end of the meal. In 
Mk. 75 éxyvvvdpevov trép moAd@y expresses the sacrificial value of the 
Blood; S. Paul transfers the thought to the Body, in the words 76 imép 
tpov. This, though in keeping with the Paschal thought, does not necessarily — 
identify the Eucharist with the Passover, for the Sinai sacrifice, no less than 
the Passover, involved the giving of the bodies of the victims on behalf of 
the nation. The word xawvy added to duabyKn (cf. 2 Cor. iii. 6) may have 
been due to reflexion on Jer. xxxi. 31-34, a thought worked out by the 
writer of Heb. viii. 6-13, ix. 15. The detail pera 7d Sevrvjocoe is not — 
one which could be acquired by spiritual reflexion ; it is probably a genuine 
tradition. The genuineness of the command rovtro roveire . . . dvdpvnow 
is more open to question. (It cannot have been due to the apostle’s supposed 
view of the Paschal character of the act; aoveire has not the same force as 
in Mt. xxvi. 18.; it refers simply to the acts of eating and drinking. Nor 
can it bear the sacrificial sense of ‘offer,’ which is not found in connexion 
with the Eucharist till Just. Dial. 41; and that is the only known instance 
in the 2nd cent.) The Lord expected that He would return in the near 
future, but the act might still be performed for a memorial of Him until He 
came. If the Church’s custom of repeating the act led S. Paul to ascribe 
its origin to a definite command, which the Marcan tradition did not contain, 
still that custom needs to be accounted for. It cannot be accounted for if 
the words ‘This is My Body—My Blood’ were (as eg. Jiilicher thinks) a 
mere acted parable devoid of all mystery, a bare intimation by Jesus that He 
was soon to die, and that His death would be a source of blessing to them ; 
there would have been nothing in this to lead the disciples, or other 
Christians, to perpetuate the act. The ascription to Jesus of the command, 
even if not genuine, would not introduce any radically new feature ; it only 
interpreted the significance of the Lord’s words and actions as summing up 
and perpetuating the fellowship of the disciples with Himself—a fellow- 
ship which they had hitherto enjoyed at every meal which they had shared 
with Him, and still felt to be an abiding fact, owing to their experiences of 
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His presence after the Resurrection. S. Paul’s comment (v. 26) * For as 
often as . . . till He come’ affords a point of contact with the Lord’s pre- 
diction in the synn. that He would not drink wine again till He drank it 
in the divine Kingdom (Lk. ‘till the kingdom of God come’). 

2. S. Luke’s account (xxii. 15-20) offers difficult problems. Vv, 19b 
(7 Urép tyov Siddpevov)—v. 20 (éxxvvvdpevov), bracketed by W.H., are 
omitted in D {abe ff7il; be also place v. 19a after v.16. Ssin.cur omit 
v. 20, and place the whole of v. 19 after v. 16; cur omits ydp (v. 18) and 
didduevov (v. 19); sin omits THs duméXov (v. 18), and inserts in ». 17, from 
v. 20, ‘after they had supped’ and ‘this is My Blood, the [or a] new 
covenant.’ Sanday (HDB. ii. 636) writes of the two texts, in D and in the 
mass of MSS., ‘Either may be original. And this is just one of those cases 
in which internal evidence is strongly in favour of the text which we call 
Western. The temptation to expand was much stronger than to contract ; 
and the double mention of the Cup raises real difficulties of the kind which 
suggest interpolation.’ And he holds that the texts of (1) be (2) Scur, 
(3) Ssin represent three steps in a harmonizing process. 

The D Text. If v. 17 is Lk.’s equivalent for the account of the Cup in 
Mt., Mk., the Cup precedes the Bread. This seems to find support in Did. 
ix.: ‘First as regards the Cup, “We give thee thanks, etc.” Then as 
regards the broken Bread, “We give thee thanks, etc,”’ and it was the 
order common in Jewish meals. No weight can be attached to S. Paul’s 
mention of the Cup before the Bread in 1 Cor. x. 16, in view of his explicit 
pera 76 Serrvporas in xi. 25. But the parallelism ovdxers od pi) Pays (v. 17), 
ov pn Tiw ard Tov viv (v. 18) suggests that wv. 15-18 form a complete 
whole. In that case v. 19a is an isolated fragment interpolated from 1 Cor. 
(Blass, Phzlol. Gosp. 179 f.), though there is no MS. evidence for its omission. 
Lk. possibly had no account of the Eucharistic act. If vv. 15-18 are one 
version of what occurred, and vv. 19, 20 another (Batiffol, Htudes, 2nd ser. 
32, Blakiston, JTAS. iv. 548-55), the D text forms an impossible transition 
between them. ; 

The ordinary tect. Some hold (eg. Resch, H. Holtzmann, Schweitzer) 
that Lk. understood vv, 15-18 to refer to the Passover meal, and vv. 19, 20 
to the subsequent Eucharist. Goguel (L’Hucharistie 64) thinks that Lk. 
arranged the order, with a Cup at the beginning and at the end, with a 
view to the Passover ritual. Burkitt and Brooke, on the other hand (JT7AS. 
ix. 569-72), suggest that émOupia éreOvunoa KrA, (v. 15) does not shew 
that the meal was the Passover, but expresses the desire which the Lord had 
felt to join with the disciples in ‘this Passover’ (ie. the Passover of this 
year, which will fall on the morrow), but which was not to be fulfilled.: 
This would be in keeping with the absence of all Paschal features in the 
‘meal as described in Mt., Mk., and in 1 Cor. 

There seem to be only two alternatives : (a) Lk. originally confined him- 
self to vv. 15-18, the whole of vv. 19, 20 being an addition made up for the 
most part of material from 1 Cor., but with the addition of d.ddpevov and 
with the last clause based on Mk. (6) Vv. 15~17 contain words spoken at 
the beginning of the meal (which may be paraphrased thus : iets 

Cc 
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longed to eat this year’s Passover with you before my death, for I shall not 
celebrate another until I feast with you in the kingdom of God. But let us 
at least join in a last act of fellowship ; divide this Cup among you’). The 
Lord closing, as He began, with a prediction that His next feast would be 
in the kingdom of God, vv. 19, 20 describe the Eucharistic act. at the end 
of the meal, Lk. having received in tradition words almost the same as 
those in St. Paul, but with the last clause of v. 20 due to the similar words 
in Mk. 

The second alternative would provide an explanation of the two 
Cups, and also for the fact that zoryp.ov is without the article in v. 17, 
but with it (the well-known Eucharistic Cup) in v. 20. And it would 
also avoid the difficulty, caused by the D text, of thinking that Lk., who 
must have been acquainted both with the Pauline and the Marcan 
tradition, preferred another, in which the important Eucharistic words 
about the Cup were omitted. (The omission of the whole narrative in 
Jo. is not to the point; he preferred to give in ch. vi. the teaching which 
presupposed it.) Lk. preserves from a distinct source, as in other parts 
of his Passion narrative, the material in vv. 15-17, which, in the main 
stream of the Church’s tradition, had been forgotten as unessential in 
comparison with the Eucharistic act; but his account of the latter has 
been drawn from the Pauline tradition. The textual confusion is due 
both to the addition of further Pauline material, and attempts to har- ~ 
monize with Mk. 

3. In the above notes it has been maintained that the Pauline account 
contains nothing really essential which is not at least implied in Mt., Mk. 
Whatever effects the pagan mysteries may have had in colouring S. Paul’s 
religious vocabulary he did not transform an evening meal for twelve 
friends into an abiding sacrament for the Christian Church; he only 
brought certain implicit truths into clearer relief. The Eucharistic 
words contain two main elements, the eschatological and the sacrificial. 
Some modern writers give to the one or the other exclusive prominence ; 
and the same tendency is seen_in early days. The Dzdache, eg., reflects 
the Jewish eschatological hopes, with no reference to Christ’s death, while 
in Justin’s Gentile circles the Eucharist is a memorial sacrifice ; similarly 
the former is more explicit in Mt., Mk., the latter in 1 Cor. But in 
the mind of Jesus they were complementary aspects of the truth which — 
governed His life work: He was the destined Messiah ; and to attain to 
His glory He must suffer for those to whom He came; ‘as a ransom for 
many’ He must die, that they may have a share in the Kingdom. There- 
fore to exclude either element from His words is to produce the falsity of 
a half truth. ; 

For bibliographies see DCG. ‘Covenant’ and ‘Lord’s Supper,’ Srawley, 
The Harly History of the Liturgy, and ‘ Eucharist’ in EncRelEth. 


30-35. (Mk. xiv. 26-31, Lk. Onives. Prepiction or DEseRTION 
Xxli. 31-34, 39; cf. Jo. xiii. 37 f.) AnD Denrat. 
DEPARTURE TO THE Mount oF 30. Kal tuvicavtes Ktr.] This 
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need not have been a ceremonial 
chanting of the Hallel, ze. Pss. exiii— 
exviil., of which (according to Pesach. 
x. 5-7) the first two followed the 
second cup, and the remaining psalms 
‘the fourth cup. They doubtless 
sang one or more of the psalms in 
use in the Temple. If Zahn’s re- 
construction [Kanon ii. 785] of the 
‘Fayfim fragm. of Mk. xiv. 27-30 is 
right, [buvnodvrwy. d¢ attav peta 
7) playeiy ws e€ ePovs, it can refer, 
not to the Passover ritual but, to 
their usual custom after a meal. 
But Preuschen (Antzlegomena) and 
others conjecture [po d€ rod peraAA-] 
ayely aoatrus (or ws é€ fous). For 
buvetv absol. cf. Dan. iii, 91 [24], 
I Mac. xiii. 47; Tdv Oedv or TO 
Ge@ is understood. On the Mount 
of Olives see xxi. I. 

31. tore kTA.] In Mt. Mk. the 
conversation is apparently placed on 
the road; Lk. relates the departure 
to the Mt. of Olives after it. The 
disciples had remained with the Lord 
in his wetpacpoé (Lk.), but He knew 
them well enough to be certain that 
in the last and greatest they would 
desert Him, Loisy unnecessarily 
denies the genuineness of the whole 
conversation, évyéuol.. . Tair is 
added by Mt. for the sake of explicit- 
ness, For év with oxavd. cf. xi. 6, 
and on the verb see v. 29. 

yéyparrat yép «xtA.) Mk. dru 
yéy., Fay. Pap. [kara] 7d ypadev. 
The quotation is from Zach, xiii. 7, 
which in NB runs rarafate Tovs 
rouévas Kat exomdcate Ta TpdBara 
(Tert. De Fuga 11, ‘evellite oves’). 
A, vulg. adhere to the Heb.; so 
Just. (Dial. 53), except that he has 


Ta mpoB. advrov for +. mp. THs 
woipvys.. All have an imper. in 
the first clause. Mk. (followed. by 
Mt., but with assimilations to Lxx.4) 
probably took the passage from a 
collection of testimonia, in which 
futures stood in both clauses, and 
‘the shepherd’ (as Heb. Luxx“) 
instead of the plur. (Lxx.?). The 
original does not speak of the sheep 
as deserting the shepherd ; they are 
innocent sufferers; but the wording 
lent itself to the compiler of the 
testimonia. For a different use of 
the quotation see Ep. Barn. yv. 12. 
32. peta O€ kTA.] SoMk. Any 
reference to the Resurrection must 
have been an enigma at the time ; 
it had been foretold (xvi. 21, xvii. 
9, 23), but the disciples persistently 
failed to grasp the truth till the 
event took place. The genuineness 
of the verse, however, is very doubt- 
ful. If anything can be gathered 
as to the expectations of Jesus con- 
cerning Himself, they were not those 
of a return to the old relations 
with His disciples, but of an advent 
as the super-human Messiah from 
heaven. All the evidence is against 
supposing that He intended to estab- 
lish, or to await, the Kingdom of 
God in Galilee (J. Weiss), And the 
same objection forbids the rendering 
‘I will be your leader in Galilee,’ 
though eis and év are often inter- 
changed. When appearances took 
place in Galilee the inference was 
drawn that He must have predicted 
the fact. Possibly this was not the 
original position of the verse, since 
it breaks the immediate connexion 
between vv. 31 and 33. It is omitted 
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in the Fay. fragm. of Mk. Lk. omits 
it, because he relates appearances in 
or near Jerusalem only. mpodyewv 
can mean ‘to walk in front’ as 
leader (cf. xxi. 9, Mk. x. 32), but 
also ‘to precede,’ 7.¢. arrive first (cf. 
Xlv. 22, xxi. 31); the latter meaning 
is clearly understood in xxviii. 7, 
10, 

33. dmoxpiOets xtd.] Lk. gives 
the Lord’s words addressed to Peter : 
‘Simon, Simon, behold Satan, etc.,’ 
and the apostle’s reply is ‘ Lord, with 
Thee I am ready to go even to prison 
and to death.’ 

34. py xtra.) After dre Mk. 
has ot, answering to Peter’s éys, 
and an emphatic but redundant 
onpuepov. The cock-crowing (cf. Mk. 
xiii. 35) marked the third Roman 
watch (see on xiv. 25), 2.6. 12-3 A.M. 
Peter would deny Him thrice before 
dawn. It is unnecessary to suppose 
that no cock actually crowed, and 
that the account has arisen from the 
mere reference to cock-crowing as 
a note of time. Still less need the 
genuineness of the words be doubted 
because of a single passage in Bab. 
Kam. 82 b, which gives an ideal and 
fanciful regulation, supposed to have 
prevailed while the temple was in 
existence, that cocks were not to be 
reared in Jerusalem ‘because of the 
holy things,’ ze. for fear of pollution. 
The Fay. fragm. has dAextpvev for 
the old poet. dAéxTwp, and kexkv ev 
for Pwvjco.t, and inserts dis. The last 
has considerable support in Mk. (v. 30), 


Kay 
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and similarly é« devrépov (v. 72), 
but kal aréxrwp epovynoev (v. 68) 


‘and dis (v. 72) are more doubtful (see 


Swete). The second cock-crowing 
seems to denote a definite point of 
time in Ar. Eecl. 390, Juv. Ul. ix. 
107. Mk. may have wished to 
divide the night into four parts: 
evening (the Last Supper), midnight 
(the arrest), first cock-crowing (the 
first denial), second cock-crowing (the 
third denial); cf. Mk. xiii. 35, and 
the four-fold division of the day of 
the Crucifixion (Mk. xv. 1, 25, 33, 
42). The other evangelists may 
purposely have avoided this exact- 
ness, since it deepened the apostle’s 
guilt, in that the first warning from 
the cock fell unheeded on his ears. 
But possibly d/s arose from a scribal 
corruption, and the other passages 
were afterwards altered accordingly. 

Grapvjcn me] The form of the 
denial isnotstated ; the other disciples 
also ‘denied’ the Lord by deserting 
Him. Lk. interprets it az. pa) <idévae 
pe in accordance with the event. In 
X. 33 is declared the final result of 
denial, but it can be averted by 
penitence. 

35. A€yer atrw xtrA.] Mk’s 6 
dé exrepicods éAdAci is softened by 
Mt., and omitted by Lk. «dy (Mk. 
édv) Sem: see on Sef (xvi. 21). The 
high honour of death for Christ was 
after all reserved for him; see HDB. 
iii. 769. On ov py see Moulton, i. 
188 ff. Lk. here inserts vv, 35-38 
from an unknown source. 
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36-46. (Mk. xiv. 32-42, Lk. xxii. 
39-46; cf. Jo. xviii. rf) GurH- 
SEMANE. 

36. tore xtA.] The Mt. of Olives 
had been the direction of the walk 
(v. 30); Lk. states it here, omitting 
the name Gethsemane, and adding 
kata 75 €Gos. The Lord intended, 
as usual during the last days, to 
spend the night in the open air; 
see on xxi. 17. ‘Gethsemane’ is 
probably ‘21Y na (=})31Y M3), ‘olive- 
vat or press’ (Dalm. Gr. 152); cf. 
the uxx. Te0=Gath, Te®e]peupav 
=Gath-Rimmon (Josh. xix. 45), 
Te0x6Bep [l'c06¢pa] = Gath-Hepher 
(4 Regn. xiv. 25) A corrupt 
popular form is given in Ssin 
Gusmani (Mk. Gedsemani), & pal 
Gismanin, D (Mk.) [noapavei. The 
name implies that the place was, or 
had been, a well-known olive orchard 
(Jo. kjros). It was probably fenced 
in as a private plot, ywpiov, Vulg. 
villam (Mt.), praediwm (Mk.), which 
always seems to have this meaning 
in the N.T. (Jo. iv. 5, Ac. 1 18 f, 
ivenSAs Vi G.°o, xxvill, “7 ; cf. 1 Chr. 
xxvii. 27), though it and yxw#pa 
tended to supplant dypés in late 
Gk. (see M.-M. Vocab. sv. dypds). 
It lay répav tot yeyudppov Tov 
Kéépwv (Jo.). On the site see Swete, 
and Baedeker, Palest. 69 f. 

kat eye. xTA.] There is no 
reason for supposing that more than 
the Eleven are included in 7. paPnrais 
(see on v. 51). They were to remain 
seated, perhaps near the entrance, 
while the Lord went apart for prayer. 
This was probably His habit; cf. 
xiv. 23, Mk. i. 35, LK. ix. 18, xi. 1. 
avtod, rare in the N.T. (see Blass, 


§ 25. 2 n.?), is substituted for Mk.’s 
&de (although in v, 38 Mk.’s &ée is 
adopted), possibly under the influence 
of Gen. xxii. 5, in which Mt. may 
well have seen a parallel in thought. 
€ws 00 mpooedé. (Blass, § 65. 10) ‘until 
I shall have prayed,’ donec orem, is 
virtually ‘while I pray,’ dum adoro 
(Lk Mk.); cf. xiv. 22. Mt. adds 
dmehOav exei (=Eexeioe, cf. ii, 22, 
xvii. 20), as though the Lord pointed 
out the direction. 

37. kal mapadaBdv xrr.] On 
the Three see xvii. 1. Loisy finds 
here a ‘ Pauline’ feature, the motive 
being to shew that even the chief 
apostles were dull and apathetic to 
the last. He supports this by the 
absence of any statement that when 
Jesus rejoined the Three, He also 
rejoined, or summoned, the others. 
But see on v. 46. The mention of 
Peter’s name alone is perhaps in- 
tended to bring him into prominence, 
as elsewhere in Mt. (see on x. 2). 
Mk. gives simply the three names. 

npéato KtA.] See on iv. 17. At 
this point the Passion, in its full 
sense, began. AveioOar veils its 
intensity; Mt. shrank from Mk.’s 
exOapPeioGar (see Swete), which de- 
scribes a feeling of ‘ terrified surprise.’ 
adnpovetv, if connected with adéw 
‘to be sated,’ and so ‘to loathe,’ im- 
plies a restless, distracted, shrinking 
from some trouble, or thought of 
trouble, which nevertheless cannot 
be escaped. But see M.-M. Vocab. s.v. 
In Plato (see Phaedr. 251 D) it is used 
with azopety ‘to be at a loss’ where 
to turn, or what todo. It followed 
naturally upon the first shock of 
horror. It occurs in Phil. ii. 26 (see 
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Lightft.), and in Ag. Sym. for OY 
‘be astonied,’ MY ‘be faint, TAN ‘be 
alarmed,’ but not in the txx. Allen 
cites Ox. Pap. ii. 298. 45 (ist cent. 
A.D.) Orig. ad loc. strangely explains 
that Jesus only began to be sorrowful, 
and His Godhead restrained Him 
from the fulness of human emotion. 

38. tore A€yer xTA.] After the 
first moment of shock and distress, 
the Lord sought human sympathy. 
mepiAvmos xtX, recalls Ps. xli. [xlii.] 
6, 12 tva ré wepidAuros ef,  Yrxy 
pov; The remaining words of the 
same refrain, iva Ti ovvTapdowers pe, 
seem to colour the utterance in Jo. xii. 
27, when the shadow of ‘this hour’ 
fell upon His soul. Only in these 
two references to the Psalm is Jesus 
recorded to have spoken of His Yuy7, 
as the seat of thought and feeling ; 
see on x. 28, and Swete on Mk. 
v. 34. €ws Oavdrov reveals a deeper 
depth, an anguish—not ‘which makes 
me wish for death,’ but—which is as 
great as that of death; cf Jon. iv. 9, 
Sir. xxxvil. 2. ypynyopeire means 
‘keep awake’ physically, as Mt. 
understood, adding per’ éuot; and 
in v 40. See on, 41. 

39. kal mpoeAOov xrtA.] Lk. 
areomdcOn ; see Plummer. Though 
needing theircompanyand sympathy, 
He could not fight the, battle in their 
immediate presence. mpoceAOay 
has large uncial support, but is 
meaningless. The frequency of its 
occurrence in Mt. probably led to 
the scribal error, and it was inserted 
for harmonization in ACD ete, in 


Mk. puxpdv (Lk. dot AMGov Bodjy) 
is used of space in Xen., but not in 
bibl. Gk. apart from this context. 
ert mpdcwmov avt.: Mk, eri ths 
ys, Lk. Geis ta yovara. The 
attitude was perhaps that of pegs 
I Kings XVlil. 42. 

mwétep pov KTA.] Mt. passes at 
once to the orat. recta, omitting Mk.’s 
summary of the contents of the 
prayer, ‘that if it were possible the 
hour might pass from Him’ Mk. 
has “ABBa, 6 matyp (see Swete); Lk. 
mTdatep; see on vi. 9. The inspired 
insight of the makers of the evangelic 
tradition is nowhere more conspicuous 
than here. The Lord’s words were 
not heard by the disciples, since they 
were asleep. His prayer was an 
agonized struggle, probably, for the. 
most part, far beyond the possibility 
of articulate utterance, and lasting 
for a considerable time. But the 
records convey a living picture of 
what must have been His attitude 
of mind. 

et Ouvarév xrd.] ‘If Thy plans 
render it possible’; cf. Mk.’s summary 
above ; Lk. has the same thought in 
et BotAe. The human shrinking 
from terrors which He had only just 
realized in their fulness, made Him 
cling to the possibility that the 
Father might, after all, raise Him 
to His glory by a miracle, without 
the suffering. Mk.’s mévra Suvard 
oot expresses the certainty that God 
could do so, if He willed. zapeAOdrw 
‘pass by,’ without coming to Me 
(Mk., Lk. mapéveyxe); cf. Exod. xii. 
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23, wapeActoeTar Kvpios THY Ovpay, 
Am. vii. 8, viii. 2. On zoryjpuov 
see xx. 22. In Jo. xviii II it is 
referred to later in the narrative. 

wAjv KTA.] On rAjy see xi. 22. 
Mk. add’ ov ri eyo Gedw GAAG Ti 
ob [sce. yevrnoetac], Lk. rj pr) 7d 
GeAnud pov GArAQ 7d GdV yiverOo. 
On Mk.’s colloquial ri see Swete, and 
Blass, § 50.5. The utterance has an 
- important bearing on Christology, 
as evidence for a human Will, which 
must be kept by self-denial in unison 
with the Father's Will. Cf. John 
Damase. De Fide Orth. iii. 18, quoted 
by Swete. 

In many MSS. of Lk. two verses 
(43 f) are inserted, relating the 
appearance of an angel, and the sweat 
like drops of blood. Since Lk, records 
only one of the three acts of prayer, 
the position assigned to the incident 
cannot be determined. 

40. Kal epxerat xtA.] The first 
struggle was over, and before it re- 
curred He returned to His friends 
for the solace of company. Lk. 
lessens the completeness of their 
failure ; they were Kowwpévors amd 
ths Avins. The sad rebuke, though 
addressed to Peter, included the 
other two ; hence ioxioarte for Mk.’s 
ixxvoas ; in the next verse Mk. also 
has the plur. Mk.’s Zipwv xabedvders ; 
is omitted. otrws (Mk. om.) ovK xTA.: 
‘Were ye so lacking in the strength 
to watch with Me for a single hour ?’ 
For otrws cf. 1 Cor. vi. 5. 

4l. ypnyopeite xtX.] Christians 
can use the words as a warning, 
giving to ypyy. the metaphorical 
force which it has in xxiv. 42, xxv. 


13, I Pet. v.8. But their immediate 
reference was to the circumstances 


of the moment, as Lk. under- 
stood: ti kaOevdere; dvacrdyres 
mpowevxerGe iva pa KTA. If the 


disciples did not keep awake and 
pray, as He did, they would not 
escape trial; He had prayed to be 
spared His ‘Cup,’ and they must 
pray to be spared the trial of moral 
strength which their association with 
Him would involve (iva expressing 
the content of their prayer). As 
events proved it was not the Father’s 
will to spare either Him or them, 
but want of prayer deprived them 
of the spiritual victory which He 
won, eicaKkovodels ard Ths evAaBeias 
(Heb. v. 7). - The clause is an echo 
of the Lord’s Prayer (vi. 13), but the 
force of retpacpds is different. 

TO pev mvevua KTr.] The spirit 
was eager, ‘but its mpoOvyia was 
not a match for the vis imertiae of 
its colleague, the frail flesh’ (Swete). 
The eagerness had been evinced 
more than once (vv. 33, 35, Xliv. 
28 ff, Mk. x. 39, Jo. xi 16). 
Man’s resurrection alone can finally 
transform weak flesh into a perfect 
instrument of the spirit (1 Cor. xv. 
44, Phil. iii 21), but spiritual 
progress in this life is an approxima- 
tion to it. mvevpa is here, as in the 
best Hebrew thought, the moral life, 
including will and emotions, distinct 
from the flesh; see esp. Is. xxxi. 3 
(Heb.) ‘ their horses are flesh and not 
spirit’; and cf. Num. xvi. 22, xxvii. 16. 
A similar contrast is expressed by 
‘heart’ and ‘ flesh ’ (Ps. xxii, []xxiii.] 
26), vovs and odp& (Rom. vii. 25), 
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6 éow avOpwros and Ta pédy (id. 
22f.). S. Paul’s whole passage (vv. 
14-25) is a confession of the truth 
of the Lord’s saying. 

42. wadw x«tXr,.] The second 
prayer, as given by Mt., shews an 
advance upon the first, as though the 
Lord had steeled Himself to realize 
that the Cup could not pass from 
Him. Mk. has simply rdv avrov 
Aoyov elroy (not Adyovs): the sub- 
stance of the prayer was the same 
(cf. Exod, xxxiii. 17, Deut. iii. 26); 
ef. v. 44 below. On «i ov see Blass, 
§75. 3. yevnOjtw xtA, was probably 
the source of the petition in Mt,’s 
form of the Lord’s Prayer (vi. 10). 

43. Hoav yap «xtX.] Their eyes 
were weighed down (Mk. karta- 
Bapvvdpevor) as at the Transfiguration 
(Lk. ix. 32 BeBapnpyevor vrvw), and, 
as Mk. adds, ‘they knew not what to 
answer Him’ (cf. Mk. ix. 6). 

44. kal dgeis xTA.] The Lord 
left them to their sleep, which was 
worse thana rebuke. The substance 
of His prayer was again the same, 
tov atrov Adyov (see v 42). It 
was on a higher plane than S. Paul’s 
thrice uttered petition (2 Cor. xii. 8), 
The use of réAuw four times in vv. 
42-44 adds a mournful force. There 
is, however, considerable authority 
for its omission at the end of the 
verse. Mt’s use of tére (see on 


ii. 7) forbids rdAuv to be placed at 
the beginning of v 45, as in W.H. 
marg. ; 

45. kaOevdere xtA.] The exact 
force is doubtful. Wellh. explains 
the first clause as an exclamatory 
question, ‘So then! are you sleeping 
and resting?’ (cf. ZwTh., 1895, 378 
ff), and Mk’s dméye. after Aourdv 
(‘Enough of sleeping!’) as leading 
directly to éyelperOe xrX., the inter- 
vening*words being a later insertion. 
(On dzréyeu see Swete, and a suggestion 
in Expos. 1905, li. 459-72.) But 
more probably, with the usual mean- 
ing of 7d Aourév ‘ henceforth’ (1 Cor. 
vil. 29, Heb. x. 13), the words are 
one of the rare instances of the Lord’s 
irony: ‘Sleep on, uninterrupted by 
further calls to prayer!’ In Mt., 
without dzéyev, the irony continues ; 
‘the hour of the meipaoycos which 
you might have gained strength to 
meet, has now come !’ 

iSod xrA.] The dpa (cf. Mk. xiv. 
35) is the appointed time, when the 
divine Se? (v. 54; xvi. 21) is fulfilled. 
The thought is a marked feature in 
the 4th Gosp. (ii. 4, vii. 30, viii. 
20, XiL. 23,1275 -Xilies, Kya 
Xviil. 1). On the temporal force of 
kai (‘when’) see Blass, § 77.6. The 
words 6 vids xrA, are an echo of 
former predictions (xvii. 22, xx. 18 f.), 
the prophetic pres. taking the place 


XXVI. 48] THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


¢ a 
apapTorwv, 
\ 


pe. Kai ére adrod 


TOU aod. 


of méAXer and of the fut., because 
the fulfilment is so close at hand. 
GpaptwA@v perhaps describes the 
character of those to whom the Son of 
Man will be handed over; but it may 
have the same force as Mk.’s rv ay., 
the Gentiles as a class (see on ix. 10). 

46. éyeiperOe xTA.] They were 
still lying down, probably with their 
backs to the entrance, while Jesus 
stood facing it and could therefore 
‘see His enemies approaching in the 
light of the Paschal moon ; or, with 


tensely strung nerves, could hear’ 


the distant tramp of feet, which the 
drowsy disciples had not yet caught. 
dywpev is not a proposal to flee; it 
does not occur in the Lxx., but in 
fhemeN (Mikey 3857 Jo, x. 7, 16 f., 
xiv. 31) it always expresses the 
purpose of going to some place or 
person ; here it is to meet Judas (cf. 
Jo. xviii. 4). There is nothing to 
warrant the sneer of Celsus that 
Jesus went to the garden in order to 
hide (Orig. c. Cels. ii 10). On 6 
Tapad.oovs see v, 25.- It is not stated 
that Jesus rejoined or summoned the 
other eight disciples, but it is implied 
in the waves of v. 56. They may 
have entered the garden behind 
Judas and his band, or Jesus may 
have stepped outside the entrance, 
where they were awaiting Him, in 
His movement to meet Judas. 


47-56. (Mk. xiv. 43-50, Lk. 
Xxii. 47-53, JO. xviii. 3-11.) THE 
ARREST. 

47. kat ére xtX.] On els 7. 


ddSexa (see Mk., Lk.) see v. 14. Jo. 
(v. 2) explains that Judas knew the 
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Tav Swdexa HAO Kal pet adtod dyros 
Hayaipav kal Evkov ard THY apyvepewv Kal 


395 


6 mapadidots 46 
*Tovdas els 47 
ToAus pera 
mpeo BuTépwv 


> \ ” 

iOovd ryyixev 
> \ 
idov 


€ \ a a 
0 8é mapadidods adtov edwxev avdrois onpeiov 48 


place, because Jesus frequented it 
with the disciples) The authorities 
had taken precautions, lest His 
followers might offer opposition. The 
dxAos, who seem to have been a 
mere hired rabble, were armed with 
paxatpat, swords or knives (cf. 
Gen. xxii. 6, Io), such as private 
persons might carry (see v. 51, Lk. 
xxii. 36, 38), and some merely with 
sticks or clubs. Since no criminal 
charge could be alleged, and the 
arrest was to be as secret as possible, 
the Sanhedrin could not ask for the 
services of soldiers. The 6yAos may 
possibly have included, as Lk. states, 
some members of the high-priestly 


families, captains of the temple, and 


elders. But Jo.’s account is, so to 
speak, symbolic; he describes an 
official arrest by Jews and Gentiles 
combined, relating that Judas brought 
THv ometpay (the garrison in Antonia) 
under command of a xvAiapxos 
(tribune), together with tmrnpéerar 
(the servants of the Sanhedrin). On 
the last see v. 58. Tov dpyrepewy 
kTX.: Mk. adds kal 7. ypapparéwr ; 
see on ii. 4. 


48. 6 6€ mapadiots KTA.] See 
on v. 25, édwxev: Mk, dedaxeu (ef. 
xxvii. 18); Mt. never uses the pluperf. 
except in ydev and ioryKeiv. Lk. 
does not mention this prearrange- 
ment of a sign. onpetov is for Mk.’s 
rarer ciconpov, in the LXx. a signal 
or standard, but here with its strict 
meaning, a token mutually agreed 
upon. The sign was needed evidently 
because Jesus was unknown to the 
rabble ; they were not among those 
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who thronged the temple courts when 
He was preaching. ¢vAciv ‘to kiss’ 
(Luxx. and class.) occurs only in this 
context in the N.T.; cf. diAnpa, Lk. 
vii. 45 ; in the Epp. it is the Christian 
kiss of brotherhood. On katagudctv 
see next verse. It was an ordinary 
mode of salutation to a guest (LK. l.c.) 
or a Rabbi (Wiinsche, Neue Beitr. 


339); in this case the lowest depth 


of insincerity. airds erty: ‘he is 
(the man whom you seek)’; cf. eyo 
eipt, xiv.27. For xpareiv ‘to arrest’ 
cf, xiv. 3. 

49. Kat evOews KTXr.] Mt. omits 
Mk.’s €X Ov, which resumes the narra- 
tive, after the ‘parenthesis. He adds 


Xatpe, an anticipation of the coming — 


mockery (xxvii. 29). KarepiAncev 
following qvArjow perhaps: implies 
a show of specially warm affection : 

ef. Xen. Mem. 11. vi. 33, Os Tovs pev 
KaXdovs pirjoavros, tors & dyafods 


KatadiAnoavtos, Lk. vii. 38, 45, 
xv. 20, Ac. xx. 37. It is the most 
terrible instance of the éxotvova 


giryuata €xOpovd (Prov. xxvii. 6). 
Lk ‘as if he shrank from realizing 
the scene’ (Swete) says only ‘drew 
near to Jesus to kiss Him’ (see next 
n.). Jo. does not mention the kiss. 
50. 6 6 *Incots xtA.] In Mk. 
the Lord is silent; Lk., who seems 
to shrink from recording the act, 
appears to represent Him as forestall- 
ing and preventing the kiss: ‘ Judas, 
with a kiss dost thou betray the Son 
of Man?’ éd’ 6 mdpe is variously 
explained: & ad quod venisti is a 
literal rendering; so % pesh. But 


Vulg** (ad quid), Ephr. and probably 
$% sin (Burkitt) ‘Wherefore hast thou 
come,’ an unexampled use of the 
relative. ‘For what [a deed] art thou 
come!’ is open to the same objection. 
Blass conjectures afpe, or éraipe aipe, 
ep 6 7., van der Valk ématpe, ‘Com- 
rade take what thouart come to fetch’; 
but the true position of éraipe is un- 
certain (see Appar.), and the pretence 
of not knowing what Judas had come 
to take is impossible. Diat*™ as- 
sumes an ellipse, ‘Js 7¢ this for which 
thou hast come?’ Most writers 
supply some such word as roincov, 
‘ Do that for which, etc.’ Possibly ef’ 
6,7 (= 0’ 6,7) ‘wherefore’ should be 
read, ts having fallen out before the 
letter 7. The class. use of éi ‘for 
the purpose of’ recurs in the N.T. in 
Lk. iv. 43,2 Tim. ii. 14 only. 

tote kTA,] Lk. does not state the 
fact of the arrest till v. 54 (cvAda- 


Bovres). eréBadov xrX.: cf. Jo. vii. 
30, 44, Ac. v. 18, xxi. 27; Gen. 
xxii. 12 and elsewhere, =?N 7) MDW. 


Mk. has the dat. as in Ac. 
Est. vi. 2. 

51. kat idod xtXd.] In Lk. also 
(ot rept airdv ... eis Tus €€ adrav) 
the assailant is one of the disciples. 
Mk.’s eis 0€ Tis TOV TapertnKOTwV 
possibly implies that unauthorized 
persons had followed with the rabble, 
one of which was in sympathy with 
Jesus. But in Jo. xviii. 10 (cf. 26) 
it is Peter. If this is the true tradi- 
tion, Peter, hurt by the warning in 
v. 34, and shamed by the rebukes 
in vv. 40, 45, characteristically tried 
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to prove his zeal, only to receive 
another rebuke. Swete, al. suggest 
that in the early years of the tradi- 
tion the name was concealed for 
prudential reasons, Lk. records that 
the disciples, having with them two 
knives, asked Kvpue; tardfomev ev 
paxaipa; and adds the account of 
the healing of the slave’s ear. He 
was probably the leader of the rabble ; 
and his name (Jo.) was Malchus. 

aréoracev with this meaning is 
less usual than Mk’s ocracdpevos, 
and is infrequent c. acc. rei; cf. 
Gosp. Pet. vi 1, dmwéeoracav tovs 
nAovs. See M.-M. Vocab. sv. The 
redundant éxteivas Tv xelpa (Mt. 
only) is an O.T. idiom ; cf. e.g. Gen. 
xxii. 10. The partep. tatdéas (Mk. 
éraurev) describes the same action 
as adetAev (see Blass, § 58. 4). For 
oriov (Mk., Jo. @rdpiov), the ear as 
a part of the body, Lk. has the Attic 
ovs (Blass, § 27. 4). 

52. Tore KTA.] Vv. 52-54 are 
found only in Mt., except the first 
clause, given in Jo. as Bare 7. pay. eis 
tiv Onkny. Lk. has éare éws TouTov 
(see Plummer), and the act of healing. 
The use of weapons was contrary to 
the spirit and aims of Jesus (cf. v. 39, 
Jo. xviii. 36), and of the early 
Church. The rebuke seems to be 
echoed in Apoe. xiii, 10. For AaPetv 
ef. Gen. xxii, 10. On év pay. see 
xii. 24. 

53. 7 Soxeis KTA.] On 7 see xx. 
15, and on wapaxaActv viii. 5. For 
the consecutive kai see Blass, § 77. 


6. In the case of Elisha (2 Kings 
vi. 17) the heavenly host appeared 
for his encouragement; and every 
Christian can spiritually apply the 
Lord’s words with that meaning. 
But in His case, if they appeared it 
would be to sweep away the enemy. 
He would not ask for them, because 
that was not the true path to victory. 
But the question arises whether He 
could, knowing that, have said that 
the Father would send them if He 
asked for them. The genuineness of 
the words, which are confined to Mt., 
must be considered doubtful. apa- 
orioe. ‘present, ‘conduct to My 
presence,’ marks the authority and 
lordship of the Speaker. Acy.wy 
(on the spelling see Blass, § 6. 3) is 
a latinism, legio, employed in late 
Gk., and in rabb. Heb. (Dalm. Gr.” 
186). The Roman legions did not 
come into contact with Judaea till 
the outbreak of the war in A.D, 66; 
but since they were employed in 
Syria in the time of Augustus, it 
was not impossible for a Palestinian 
Jew in the time of Jesus to use 


the word. It connoted numerical 
greatness; cf. Mk. v. 9, and see 
HDB. sv. Twelve represents the 


perfect completeness of the heavenly 
host. The constructions wAciw 6. 
Aeyt@vas, and, as in some MSS., 
Aeyvdvov, are both class, (L. & S. s.v. 
mXeiwv, Blass, § 36. 12). 

54. mas ovv xtX.] But the 
Scriptures have foretold that I must 
suffer; ‘how then (if I fight, or 


396 


e a / 
55ypahal Ste ottws Set yevéo@ar ; 


0 ‘Incots tots dydots 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW [XXVI. 55 


’ > / a ee s 
Ev éxelvn Tn @pa ettev 


‘Os éat Anothy eEnrAOaTe peta 
paxyatpav kal EiAwy ouddAaBelv pe. 
56 lep@ exabefounv Siddcnwv Kal ovK éxpaTnoaTé pe. 


> e , > lal 
Kad npépay ev TO 
Tovro 


fal \ fal Lal 
Se ddov yéyovev wa mAnPp@bBoW ai ypahal ToY TpohyTOr. 
Tore of wabytal mavtes adpévtes adtov epuryov. 


pray for angelic help) are tlie Scrip- 
tures to be fulfilled, etc’ The source 
of the words appears to be Mk. v. 49 b, 
for which Mt., in v 56, substitutes 
a comment of his own. 67s ovTws 
kTA, is the substance of the teaching 
of the Scriptures. On dei see xvi. 
21, and on ovrws as predicate i, 18. 
A suffering Messiah was foretold in 
the O.T., though the Jews had never 
realized it; see on xx. 28 fin. 

55. ev éxetvy xTA.] ‘At the same 
time’ or ‘moment.’ There was no 
word to express a shorter period than 
an hour; cf. x. 19, xviii. 1, Jo. iv. 
53, Apoc, xi. 13. Lk.PCso" prefers 
ev avTy T. O. 

ws ert Ayornv xtA.]) So Mk, 
Lk. <A _ half-ironical exclamation ; 
sc. Oavpaoréy éorw. ‘What a 
robber-hunting sally!’ This use of 
@s, occurring in class) Gk. though 
more frequently with adjectives (ef. 
Rom. x. 15, xi. 33, Gen. xxviii. 17) 
and adverbs, is more vivid and 
colloquial than the meaning ‘as.’ 
With the latter meaning, the sentence 
may be either a question (W.H. here 
and in Mk., Lk. Vulg.“* in LK.) or 
an indignant statement (1 $). 

kaO’ ayepav ktr.] If the note 
on v. 48 is correct, the irony con- 
tinues. The Lord had preached, 
but this common rabble had not 
been among His hearers. Five days, 
Sunday evening to Thursday, had 
been available; and though the 
Gospp. relate no public appearance 
on the last two days, the words 
imply it, unless xaQ’ ypepav means 


(as eg. in Aesch. Choé 818) ‘by 
day, 2.¢ in open daylight. Lk. has 
kal’ yp. here, but 7d Kal? 7p. 
‘daily’ in xix. 47. éxae(dunv (Mk. 
nenv mpos byuas, Lk. dvtos pov pe? 
tpov) pictures Jesus seated authori- 
tatively as a Rabbi; cf. v. 1, Lk. 
adds aAX’ adrn éotiv tuav 7 dpa 
Kat 7 é€ovcla Tov oKdTovS, an 
anticipation of Johannine language. 

56. tovro 8€ xTA.] Mt. adapts 
his favourite formula (ee i. 22), 
to expand Mk.’s elliptical aAX’ iva 
mAnpwlacw ai ypadai. This re- 
ference by Jesus to the ‘ fulfilment’ of 
Scripture is unique in Mk., which 
favours its genuineness. Mt. puts it 
back to v. 54, and here substitutes 
his own comment. 

téte xTA.] mdvres evidently in- 
cludes all the Eleven; see on w. 46. 
Holtzmann, al. assume that the flight 
was into Galilee (see on xxviii. 7), 
and that Lk. omits the verse because 
he relates appearances of the risen 
Christ in and near Jerusalem only. 
But it need only mean that they 
fled from the spot; Lk. probably 
omitted it to spare the disciples. 
Peter, at least, did not flee to Galilee, 
for he followed afar off. The rabble 
had arrested the One whom they 
wanted, and had no wish, or authority, 
to pursue the fugitives. 

Mk. here inserts an account of a 
youth who followed Jesus till he 
also was arrested, when he left his 
linen wrap in their hands and fled 
‘naked.’ See suggestions as to the 
story in Swete. If Gethsemane was 
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a private olive-yard (see on v. 36), 
the youth may have been a keeper 
sleeping in a hut close by, and 
awakened by the noise. Mk. writes 
tov Inooty in the next verse, because 
the incident has intervened. Mt. 
repeats it from Mk. though airév 
(as in Lk.) would have been enough, 
which perhaps suggests that the 
story stood in Mk. as Mt. knew it, 
and was not a later insertion. 


57-75. (Mk. xiv. 53-72, Lk. xxii. 


54-71, Jo. xviii. 12-27.) JxEsus 
BEFORE THE SANHEDRIN. PETER’s 
DENIAL. 


On several points Lk. and Jo. 
seem to have obtained more trust- 
worthy information than Mk and 
Mt. In Lk. the trial was not held 
‘till morning, the Lord being kept in 
the courtyard of the high priest’s 
house and brutally handled ; within 
His sight and hearing Peter denied 
Him thrice at intervals. Jo., in the 
present order of the text, describes 
an informal questioning by Annas 
immediately on the arrival of the 
Prisoner, who would then be left, as 
in Lk., in charge of the gang until 
morning; Annas then sent Him 
bound to Caiaphas, of whose action 
nothing is said. -But the verses 
seem to be dislocated, so that Peter’s 
denial is represented as occurring in 


the house of Annas, which has led 


some to conjecture that Annas and 
Caiaphas occupied apartments in the 
same house, or adjacent houses with 
a common courtyard, On the order 
in Ssin see Burkitt, Hv. da Meph. ii. 
316, and proposals for rearrangement 
in Moffatt, Hist. NT. 528 f., 693 f, 
or LNT. 557 f., and see Expos., July 
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But in Mt., Mk. the trial, which 
Lk. places in the morning, is held 
at dead of night, during which the 
denial took place, and at the close 
of the trial, apparently in the court 
where the Sanhedrin met (which is 
very improbable), the Lord was 
subjected to abuse; and a_ brief 
reference to a council meeting in 
the morning is added (xxvii. 1, Mk. 
xv. I). The placing of the trial at 
night is possibly due to a corruption 
of the tradition, preserved more 
accurately in Jo. of the hasty, in- 
formal questioning in the house of 
Annas; the description of the pro- 
ceedings, on the other hand, was 
derived from the tradition of the 
morning trial, preserved by Lk, of 
which the mention of the morning 
meeting (Jl.c.) was a further remin- 
iscence. 

57. of 8¢ kparioavtes KTA.] On 
Caiaphas see v. 3; Mk. never names 
him, Lk. only in iii. 2, Ac, iv. 6. 
In Mk. the whole Sanhedrin, ‘high 
priests, elders and Scribes’ (see on ii. 
22), collect after the Prisoner’s arrival. 
Mt’s drov ouvyyPyoav probably 
means the same, not that they had 
already assembled. For dmrov= 
‘whither’ cf. viii. 19. 

58. 6 de [érpos xrA.] For dd 
paxpoOev, more usually paxpdGev in 
Lxx., cf. 2 Esd. iii. 13, xxii. [Neh. 
xii.] 43, Ps. exxxviii. [cxxxix.] 
2. éws... €ow expands Mk.’s éws 
éaw eis, both of which seem to 
imply that Peter contrived to do 
something rather difficult, which Jo. 
explains was due to the good offices of 
‘another disciple,’ who was known 
to the high priest. The trnpérau. 
can hardly have been the men who 
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arrested Jesus, or they must have 
recognized Peter (see on v. 47); they 
were in attendance at the high priest’s 
house, and were sitting about in the 
courtyard (avAH, see v. 3). Only Mt. 
suggests Peter’s motive; it was not 
to die with his Master, as he had 
boasted, but ‘to see how the matter 
would end.’ This takes the place of 
Mk.’s kat Oeppavdpevos mpds 7d 
gos. Mk. assumes that a fire has 
been lighted (for pis cf. 1 Mace. xii. 
29, Xen. Cyr. vu. v. 10), which Lk. 
and Jo. state explicitly. 

59-66. The Trial. This is inter- 
posed in Mt., Mk. (see above); Lk. 
continues the account of the denial, 
and then relates the mocking. 

Sanh. iv. 1 contains the following 
rules: (1) ‘Criminal cases must be 
tried in the daytime and finished 
in the daytime’ (2) ‘Criminal cases 
may be finished on the same day if 
the verdict is Not Guilty, but on the 
next day if the verdict is Quilty,’ 
Both of these were transgressed, 
according to the account in Mt., 
Mk.,, for xxvii. 1 (Mk. xv. 1) does not 
relate the pronouncement of a sen- 
tence, but only the handing over to 
Pilate. It is not certain, however, 
whether these rules, drawn up by R. 
Meir in the 2nd cent. obtained in 
practice in the Ist cent. The pro- 
ceedings were obviously unfair to the 
Prisoner, but/ the letter of the law 
then in force may have been adhered 
to. If it was transgressed, it is pos- 
sible that the Sadducean rulers (who 
were ‘very rigid in judging offenders, 
above all the rest of the Jews, Jos. 
Ant, Xx, ix. 1), rather than the Phari- 
sees, were mainly responsible, being 
more anxious to condemn one who, 
as they thought, threatened their 
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political privileges, than to observe 
traditional rules. Lk. avoids both 
difficulties, since he places the trial 
in the morning, and records no sen- 
tence of death by the Sanhedrin. Jo. 
omits the Jewish trial altogether ; 
Jesus is sent to Caiaphas, and by him 
to Pilate. 

The Sanhedrin met to find cause 
for delivering the Prisoner to the 
procurator. That the Jews were 
allowed to condemn, though not to 
execute, is stated in Jo, xviii. 31, xix. 
7, and is presupposed in Mt., Mk. ; 
see also Mt. v. 22 (where even a local 
council is thought of as dealing with 
a capital charge), and Jos. lc. which 
deals with the procuratorship of 
Albinus (4.D. 62). Against this is 
adduced a single statement in Jer. 
Sanh. i. 1, vii. 2, that ‘the right to 
pronounce capital sentences was taken 
away from the Jews forty years before 
the destruction of Jerusalem.” The 
origin of this tradition cannot be 
traced, but it is valueless as evidence. 

The historical value of the accounts 
of the trial is denied by some, since 
none of the Twelve was present. But 
Joseph of Arimathaea (a BovAevrjs, 
Mk. xv. 43). may have been present, 
as Lk. xxiii. 51 implies; the ‘other 
disciple’ (Jo. xviii. 15) cannot be 
left entirely out of account; and in 
any case, as J, Weiss points out, the 
circumstances must have been eagerly 
discussed, after the Resurrection, 
between Jews and Christians, and 
the main points would soon become 
common property. , 

. 59. of 5€ dpxuepets xtrX.] Th 
whole Sanhedrin took part. Mishnic 
law required only 23 members for 
a criminal case (Sanh. iv. 1). The 
conditions of criminal procedure 
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tended, in Mishnic times, to become 


increasingly favourable to the ac-, 


cused; the witnesses were solemnly 
warned that a false witness must 
himself suffer death (id. 5); they 
were examined separately; and if 
‘the evidence of two of them agreed, 
the trial began with proofs for the 
amnocence of the accused (td. v. 4). 
How much of this was in force in 
the time of Jesusis not known. His 
judges demanded the evidence of two 
witnesses, but disgraced themselves 


by seeking it to support a pre- 


determined verdict. Hence for Mk.’s 
paptupiav Mt. indignantly substi- 
tutes ywevdouaptupiav, ‘what pur- 
ported to be witness.” Lk. gives no 
account of the witnesses, but in v. 71 
(‘why have we further need of 
witness ?’) shews that he knew of 
them. Qavarovy (cf. x. 21) is ‘to 
procure the death of, by persuading 
the procurator to execute. 

60. Kal odx edpov xTA.] All the 
evidence was false, and no two wit- 
nesses agreed. Mk. has kal iva at 
paprupiat ovK Aoav ‘the deposi- 
tions did not tally’ (not ‘were not 
adequate, for the witnesses would 
take good care of that). For 
Mt.’s readers, conversant with Jewish 
practice, odx ebpov was enough (see 
Appar.). 

torepov ktA.] Of all the various 
charges, only this one found its way 


into the Christian tradition. Mt. 
makes it a turning-point in the trial ; 
a charge was ‘at last’ forthcoming in 
which two witnesses agreed. Their 
evidence might, of course, still be 
false; whether Yevdoudprupes is to 
be inserted or not, it is clearly Mt.’s 
meaning. Mk.’s account is different : 
certain persons (tives) bare false 
witness, kal ovdé ottws ion Hv 7 
paptupia adrav. See on v. 63. 

61. odtos xrtA.] For the con- 
temptuous ofros cf. ix. 3. A mere 
‘I am able’ could not constitute a 
crime; Mt. is more concerned with 
the Lord’s power than with the legal 
aspect of the words; he may even. 
have wished to soften Mk.’s ‘I will 
destroy this temple made with hands, 
and 61a, Tpiov npépwv I will build 
[D & dvacrjcw] another not made 
with hands’ The Lord must have 
said something which could be thus 
represented, though the synn. no- 
where record it, but what He said, 
or meant, is difficult to determine, 
because His words are obscured by 
the construction put upon them, not 
only by His enemies, but also by 
Christians who naturally saw in them 
a prediction of His Resurrection. He 
foretold the destruction of the temple 
(xxiv. 2, Mk. Lk.), and in Mk. xiii. 2 
D & Cyp add kat dia tpidv ypépwv 
dAAos avarrnceTar avev xerpov (cf. 
Dan. ii, 34); but that He would 
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destroy it may be a perversion by 
the witnesses. Similarly Ac. vi. 14 
may be S. Stephen’s reference to His 
actual words, or a perversion of 
it. In Jo. ii 19 He is reported to 
have said Avoure Tv vadv TovTOV. 
Further, 8:4 tpidv nyepov, post 
triduwm (a class. use, cf. Mk. ii. 1, 
Ac, xxiv. 17, Gal. ii. 1), rendered ‘in 
three days’ in Ssin.pesh (and pesh 
Mk., Ac. llc.) appears as év tpioly 
np€pacs in the taunt in xxvii. 4o (and 
Mk.), and in Jo. Le. 
the same force as pera Tp. Hy. (XXvii. 
63, Mk. ix. 31, x. 34), referring to 
the Resurrection, or merely denote 
‘after a very short time’ (ef. Hos. 
Wiz). 

The original utterance, whatever 
it was, probably contained a veiled 
reference to His future action as the 
Messiah. Some explain it to mean 
that though the temple would be 
destroyed, He would raise up a com- 
munity of His followers, a true Israel, 
as a spiritual temple. More probably 
He appropriated the eschatological 
belief that in the Messianic age a 


new temple and a new Jerusalem. 


would take the place of the old (ee 
Volz, Jud. Esch. 334-41). He, as 
Messiah, would be the Agent of its 
erection, In the light of the Re- 
surrection, Christians soon found an 
abiding truth in the words: the new 
temple was His risen Body, in which 
the Church, His Body, had its 
life. tdv Xetporoinrov and d&AAov 
axeporoinrov. are perhaps later 
additions in Mk.; cf. Ac. vii. 48, 
XVil. 24, 2 Cor. v. 1. 

62. Kai dvaords KTA.] Mk. adds 
eis perov, According to Sanh. iv. 3 
the members of the court sat on a 


Ovdsév arroxpivn ; 
éolwTra. 


It may have: 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW [XXVI. 62 — 


i? b} Ay 

kal avacTas 0 apylepevs 
TL ovTol cov KaTapapTv- 
Kal 6 apxuepeds elmrev 


dais or platform in a semi-circle, so 
that all could see one another; and 
the high priest would naturally 
occupy the central seat. The charge, 
in the form that the witnesses 
brought it, was as palpably false as 
the previous charges, and the Lord’s 
continued silence was a condemnation 
in itself. The high priest went 
through the form of inviting the 
Accused to defend Himself, which is 
permitted in Sanh. iv. 4. ovdev 
dmokpivy is probably a separate 
question (as in &) and ti=7i 
(eorwv) 6,7. The Vulg. ‘nihil re- 
pondes ad ea quae etc.’ has class. 
support, but dmoxp. mpés (cf. xxvii. 
14) would be more likely in that 
case, especially since the verb already 
has the ace. ovdev. 

63. 6 de “Ingots xrA.] Mk. re- 
dundantly ‘But He was silent and 
answered nothing” The high priest 
was so obviously bent on condemn- 
ing the Accused that self-defence 
would have implied self-incrimina- 
tion. His silence condemned judge 
and witnesses alike (cf. xxvii. 12). 
There is no reason for thinking that - 
the narrative is influenced by Is. liii. 
7, though the Lord may well have 
had the passage in mind. 

kal 6 dpxepeds KTA.] Since two 
witnesses had agreed, and the Accused 


offered no defence, the verdict might 


have been expected to follow at once. 
But something moved the high 
priest to ask a further question on 
oath. Perhaps there were signs in 
the court of sympathy with the 
Prisoner. His silence, and no doubt 
His bearing and look, were so accus- 
ing that the high priest was stung 
into forcing from Him a damaging 
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admission, though it was not legally 
_ ‘Yequisite. Wellhausen unnecessarily 
condemns both the question and the 
reply as later addition. Mk.’s 
statement (v. 59), that the evidence 
regarding the alleged utterance 
about the temple did not tally, 
would hardly have been omitted by 
Mt. if he had known it; it was 
probably a later addition, to avoid 
the idea that a real charge had been 
found and proven. Possibly for the 
same reason Lk. omits the whole 
account of the trial up to the question 
‘Art Thou the Christ, tell us,’ which 
he attributes to the court as a whole. 
This is more probable than that 
he considered the destruction of the 
city a divine judgment brought 
about by Jesus Himself, and therefore 
omitted the account of the witnesses 
to avoid recording that the charge 
was false (Enc. Bibl. 1772). : 
éfopxi(w xtrX.] Mk od ef 6 
Xpurrds 6 vids Tov evdoyyTov; Mt. 
appears to interpret the true force 
of the words. See Burkitt, JTAS. 
v. 451. Jesus would no longer be 
silent when the divine Name was 
invoked. That He thereby counten- 
anced for all time an oath in a law 
court cannot be deduced. The 
Christian use of forensic oaths rests 
rather on broad principles (see on v. 
34). Shebuoth iv. 3 speaks of the 
administering of an oath, to which 
the response is ‘Amen’; 7d. 13 gives 
instances of divine names and titles 
which render such an oath binding. 
For éfopkifew cf. Gen. xxiv. 3, 3 
Regn. xxii. 16 ; 6pxé(ecv is commoner. 
For xara cf. Gen. xxii..16, Am. iv. 
. 2, Heb. vi. 13, 16. On 6 Geds 6 
(av see xvi. 16; it is akin to the 
very frequent formula in an oath 
‘as Yahweh [or God] liveth.’ 
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6 xpiords KTA.] Mk. 6 x. 6 vi 
tT. evAoyynTov, Lk. 6 ypirrds. Mk.’s 
evAoyyntov has a more Jewish ring 
than @eod; though it is rare asa 
title (cf. Ber. vii. 3, and ‘the Ever- 
blessed’ Enoch Ixxvii. 1), a standing 
formula is ‘The Holy One, blessed 
be He’ The juxtaposition of 6 
Xpiords and 6 vids was probably not 
due to words attributed to Jesus; 
the high priest was understood by 
Mt., Mk. to be identifying Messiah- 
ship and divine Sonship. It is open 
to question, however, whether this 
was done by Jews as early as the 
time of Jesus (see Dalm. Words, 268— 
73); Apoc. Esd. vii. 28 f. is probably 
the earliest known instance (see Box 
p. lvi.). Lk’s 6 xpurrds may be 
more correct. He afterwards gives 
as a separate question (v. 70) ‘ Art 
Thou then the Son of God ?’ 

How the high priest knew that 
Jesus claimed Messiahship cannot be 
determined, but probably the council 
rightly understood as Messianic the 
utterance about the destruction of 
the temple (v. 61); and the earlier 
witnesses, though they did not agree, 
would adduce other things that He 
had said and done in opposition to 
Jewish ideas and institutions (¢g. ix. 
1-8, xii, I-14, xv. I-12; and see 
the threefold charge in Lk. xxiii. 2). 
Also some in the council may have 
known that the Messianic idea was 
in the minds of the populace at the 
Entry into the city. The Lord’s own 
admission (v. 64) only served to 
settle them in their determination 
to condemn Him as a revolutionary 
Pretender. Schweitzer’s conjecture 
(Quest. 394) that the Messianic secret 
had been betrayed to the authorities 
by Judas, can be neither proved nor 
disproved, and is unnecessary. 
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64. ov eras] Mk. eyo cips 
See on v, 25, xxvii. 11. Whether 
or not the expression means more 
than Mk.’s simple affirmative, the 
following words shew that under- 
lying it is the thought ‘Thy words, 
though verbally correct, mean more 
than thou knowest.’ In Lk. a direct 
reply is avoided: ‘If I tell you, ye 
will not believe; and if I ask, ye 
will not answer,’ but in reply to the 
separate question about the Sonship 
he has tyeis A€yere Gru eyw ep. 

mAnv ktX.] See xi 22. Mk. xai, 
Lk. de You have an inadequate 
idea of Messiahship, but you will 
soon learn the truth. For dm’ pre 
(Lk. aad rot viv, Mk. om.) cf. v. 29, 
XXlll. 39; it does not occur elsewhere 
in the synn., or in the Lxx. In the 
passages cited it can be rendered 
‘henceforth, ‘from now onwards,’ 
but here it refers to a single moment 
in the future (d~eoOe). It can 
hardly be taken with Aéyw (Blass). 
Lk?s dzd Tov viv has Lxx. parallels, 
Gen. xlvi. 30, and Tob. xi. 9, amd 
tov vov (BYBA) dmrofavotpat, Dan. 
x. 17 (Theod.), dard 7. v. od ornoerat 
év éuol iayvs (LXX. odK éotuv), where 
it means-‘‘now,’ ‘the time has come 
when,’ The Lord’s open assertion 
of His Messiahship was the begin- 
ning of the end, because it would 
lead to His condemnation and death, 
and therefore to His Resurrection 
and Parousia. In v, 29, xxiii. 39, 
both referring to the End, the same 
thought of immediacy underlies the 
expression. Cf. Lobeck, Phryn. 18 ff., 
Abbott, Joh. Gr., 1915, vi. 

dyeoGe xtd.] The Lord’s assent, 
or semi-assent, made it clear that 
He was now speaking of Himself, 


otherwise the words would be merely 
a statement with which every re- 
ligious Jew would agree. If He did 
not identify Himself with the Son 
of Man, and only said in effect ‘Do 
what you will with Me, God’s cause . 
cannot fail, the Son of Man will 
surely come’ (J. Weiss, Carpenter), 
the climax is lost, and ‘ye have 
heard the blasphemy’ refers only to 
ov elas (éyw eipt). 

The thoughts of Dan. vii. 13 and 
Ps. cix. [cx.] 1 are here combined ; 
He alluded to the former in xxiv. 
30, and whenever He spoke of ‘the 
Son of Man’ in an eschatological sense 
(see p. xxv.); the latter He quoted 
in xxii. 44. Lk’s éorar... xaOjpevos 
does not mean ‘shail be continually 
seated’; like éWeo@e it pictures the 
scene which men would behold at 
the moment of the Parousia. 7% 
Svvapus, NNN, is a genuine Jewish 
periphrasis for the divine Name 
(Dalman, Words, 201); for Gentile 
readers Lk. adds the explanatory tov 
Geodv. Kat épydpevov . . . odpavod 
(omitted by Lk.) shews that Dan. 
was understood to be the source of 
the title ‘the Son of Man” Lk.’s 
form of the words is echoed in Ac. 
vii. 56, 

65. téte xtA.] ‘Tearing the 
garments was a common sign of 
sorrow.’ Commentators refer to 2 
Kings xvili. 37 as an instance in 
the case of blasphemy, and Jer. com- 
pares Ac. xiv. 14. The action may 
have been a spontaneous expression 
of real horror. A high priest was 
not allowed to tear his clothes in 
mourning for the dead (Lev. x. 6, 
Xxi. 10), but the custom which re- 
quired it on hearing a blasphemy 
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may have grown up by the Ist cent. 
In Sanh. vii. 5 it is required of all 
who try the case, and Maimonides 
later gives exact rules on the subject ; 
see Buxt. Lez, s.v. YI. 
eBrardyunoev «tXr.] The ex- 
clamation is given only by Mt. In 
spite of the agreement of two 
witnesses (v. 60 f.), the high priest 
had been uneasy ; but if there were 
any in the council who had sym- 
pathized with the Prisoner, they were 
now silenced, having heard His ad- 
mission dzd Tov oTdpatos adTov 
(Lk.), and the high priest clearly ex- 
pressed his relief at being freed from 


an awkward situation. Cf Plato, 
Rep. 1% xiii, 3404, quoted by 
Plummer. Technically speaking, it 


was not blasphemy, in the strict sense 
of saying something against God. 
But, with their determination to 
condemn, the court not unnaturally 
treated as blasphemy words from a 
young Galilean prisoner which im- 
plied ‘I shall be seated at God’s right 
hand.’ 


66. Ti bpiv Soxet; Ktd.] See on 
xvii. 25; Mk. ri 0. haiverau; On 
évoxos see v. 21. A Mishnic equi- 
valent is 1/522 JINN (Ab. iii. 11 f). 
And see Edersheim, LT. ii. 561. 
If a formal capital sentence was 
passed, the rules in Sanh, iv. 1 (if 
then in force) were transgressed (see 
n. before v. 59). Lk. in omitting 
the verdict, may be nearer to the 
facts. Or the proceedings may have 
been rather analogous to those in a 
magistrate’s court to-day, a prisoner 
on a serious charge being condemned 
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only to the extent of committal to 
the assizes. 


67, 68. (Mk. xiv. 65, Lk. xxii. 
63 ff.) InsuLTs ENDURED By JEsus. 

67. tore xtX.] The subject of 
the verb is that of efrov in the 
preceding verse, t.e. the members of 
the Sanhedrin. In Mk. it is only 
tives, Who are distinguished from ot 
tanperat. The latter seem to be 
referred to in Mt.’s of Sé, ‘and others’; 
ef, xxviii. 17 (Blass, § 46, 2). Lk, 
with greater probability, ascribes 
the brutality only to the gang who 
had arrested Jesus, the trial not 
taking place till the next morning; 
see n. before v. 57. Mt. alone has 
eis TO Tpdcwrov airov, perhaps in- 
fluenced by Is. 1.6. Mk. says that 
they began to spit upon Him, and 
to cover His face. Lk. omits the 
spitting, and connects repuxaAtvpavres 
avrév with the following rpo¢jrev- 
oov,but in Mk. the meaning is perhaps 
different (see below). KxoAadifew is 
to hit with the fist (kdAados; Att. 
KovovXos). 

68. of S€ KrA.] Mk’s difficult 
paricpacw éd\aBov (see Swete) is 
avoided. pazifev, to hit with a 
stick (paris), came to be used of 
striking with the hand, esp. of a 
blow on the head or face; cf. Is, 1. 
6, tas 8€ ciaydvas pov [edwxa] eis 
pariopara. It is not clear which 
is meant here, but the evv. probably 
had Is. in mind. By adding ypuoré, 
Mt. brings the scene into connexion 
with the trial: it is as Messiah that 
Jesus is told to prophesy. is éorw 
6 maioas oe; (Mt., Lk.) is absent from 
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Mk., who perhaps understood the 
insult differently: the Lord had 
prophesied to the council of the 
coming of the Son of Man, and they 
now jeeringly bade Him prophesy 
again (%sin ‘Prophesy to us now’). 
The covering of the face may, in this 
case, have been understood by Mk. 
as an indication that Jesus was a 
condemned criminal (cf. Est. vii. 8 
(Heb.)), or a mere item in the brut- 
ality, with no special purpose. Mt. 
agrees with Lk., but the last clause 
may have been added later from Lk. 


69-75. (Mk. xiv. 66-72, Lk. 
xxil. 56-62, Jo. xvili. 17 f., 25-27.) 
PetER’s DENIAL. 

Mt. mainly follows Mk.; Lk. is 
largely, and Jo. entirely, independent. 
(a) Those who accost Peter are 
different in each Gospel: Mt. two 
maids, and the bystanders; Mk. 
the same maid twice, and the by- 
standers ; Lk. a maid, a second person 
(€repos), and another man (a) Xos 71s); 
Jo. the maid who was portress, the 
bystanders (efrov), and one of the 
slaves, a kinsman of him whose ear 
Peter cut off. (6) In Peter’s move- 
ments Mt. follows Mk.: he sits in the 
courtyard, and then retires to the 
gateway (Mk. porch), and the place 


of the third denial ‘a little after-- 


wards’ is not stated; Lk. mentions 
no change of place; the second 
denial is ‘shortly after’ the first, 
and the third is ‘after about an 
hour's interval’; Jo. gives no move- 
ments or intervals of time. (¢) In 
the words spoken to, or about, Peter, 
Mt. follows Mk.: in the first and 
third case Peter is directly accosted, 
in the second the words are spoken 


to those present ; Lk. exactly reverses 
this; and in Jo., Peter is accosted 
in each case. (d) In Peter’s replies, 
Mt. follows Mk. in the first. and 
third, Lk. reverses them, and in the 
second case, where Mk. has no reply, 
Mt., Lk. supply it independently. 

69. 6 de Tlérpos xrA.] This is the 
sequel of v. 58. The avAn (see on 
v. 3) was outside the palace, and 
below (Mk.) the council -chamber. 
For pia=t1s (LK.) cf xxi 19 ; see 
on Vili. 19, mawdioxn, in class, Gk. 
=veavis (Phryn, 216), came to be 
used specially of a slave girl (Kennedy, 
Sources 41), corresponding with ais. 
Mt. abbreviates Mk.’s account of the 
girl looking at Peter as he warmed 
himself (see on v. 58), the firelight 
leading to his recognition. 

kat od Hoa KTAr.] If ‘thou also’ 
points to another disciple whom she 
had already recognized in the court, 
the Johannine tradition of the ‘ other 
disciple’ who brought in Peter 
possibly underlies the words. (kat 
occurs also in Mk. v. 67, in all three 
instances in Lk., and in the first two 
in Jo.) But perhaps xai only adds 
force to the pronoun: You were 
actually a follower of Jesus, and yet 
you venture to come here! For 
HoOa perd cf. Mk. iii. 14, Ac. iv. 
13. She may have seen him with 
Jesus in the streets at any time 
during the preceding five days. 
t. Tad. anticipates the reference 
to Peter’s northern accent by the 
third speaker (v. 73; Mk, Lk. 
TadcAaios ef [éorev]) ; Mk. has ‘ thou 
wast with the Nazarene, Jesus’ (cf. 
v. 71 below), as though the populace 
of Jerusalem already knew Him by 
that designation. 
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70. 6 8€ xrA,] Had he not after- 
wards repented, the consequence 
described in x, 33 must have followed. 
éumpooOev mavtwv, added by Mt, 
may be due to that passage. ‘Non 
magna erat tentatio si interrogantem 
spectes: major si praesentes’ (Beng.). 

_ Mt. omits Mk’s ovre eriorapar and 
ot (see Swete) Dalman (Words, 
80 f.) suggests that oida represents 
the Galilean D5, not the Judaean 
Y1', so that. Peter’s vocabulary at once 


betrayed his origin. Lk.: ov« ofda’ 


adrév, yiva (cf. v, 72 below). 


71. €€ehOovra xTXr.] He retired 
into the dimmer light of the vestibule 
(rpoatdtov Mk.), close to the gateway. 
mvAav is the gateway of a private 
house (Lk. xvi. 20, Ac, x. 17, xii. 13), 
a city (Apoc. xxi. 12 f., xxii. 14), or 
a temple (3 Regn. vi. 13 [8)]). 

On Mk’s statement at this point, 
‘and a cock crew,’ see on v 34. 
aAAyn: Mt. seems to have understood 
Mk.’s 7 watdioxn to mean ‘the maid 
who would naturally be on duty at 
the gate, different from the first 
speaker. If so, Mk.’s doubtful rdAuv 
should probably be omitted. On 
Na(wpatos see ii. 23. 


72. Kat mdAw KTA.] pera dpKor, 
added by Mt. only, is likely enough; 
Peter had been taught not to use 
oaths (v. 34) ;. but the old habit, in 
which Galilean fishermen would not 
differ from the rest of the populace, 
reasserted itself in a moment of moral 


fear and laxity. Mk. does not give 
the words of denial; Lk.: avOpwze 
ovk eit, in answer to Kal ov é& avrov 
ei, Inv. 70 ofda = scio, but here novi, 
yvopifw (cf. Exod. v. 2, 4 Regn. ix. 
II); 05M has both meanings. 

73. petd puKpov KTA.] His dialect 
(AaAvd) is implied in Mk., Lk., cat 
yap TadtAaios ef [éorw]. TR in 
Mk. adds kat 7 AaAcd cov dpoudcer ; 
the verb has strong ‘ Western’ support 
in Mt. Reference to the ‘inaccuracy’ 
of the Galilean dialect is made in 
Erub. 53a;-cf. Ac. iv. 13. Its 
peculiarities are known chiefly from 
the Palest. Talmud; cf. Neubauer, 
Géogr. du Talm. 184 f., Dalman, Gr. 
4f,, 31 ff, 43-51, Buxt. Lex. sv. bib, 

74. ToTe np&ato xtA.] He now 
began (see on iv. 17), after single 
sentences of denial, to invoke a series 
of curses on himself, and to utter a 
string of oaths. Always impulsive 
and highly strung, he now lost his 
self-control, But the next moment 
(evOus) he was recalled to himself. 
To aXdéxtwp éepdvncev Mk. adds éx 
devtépov; see on v. 34 above, Lk. 
states also that the Lord turned and 
looked at him; this He could do, 
because He was Himself in the court- 
yard, undergoing insults (see n. bef. 
v.57). Kkatabeuarifey (for katava- 
Gep.) is used by Iren.; cf. xardbeua 
Apoc. xxii, 3, Did. xvi. 5. Mk.’s 
dvafeuarifev is frequent in the 
txx. All are confined to bibl 


_and patr. Gk. 
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Ta TpidKovTa apyipia Tots 


75. Kal éuvnoOn xtr.] Mk. av- 
epvnoOn (cf. Mk. xi. 21) 7d prya, 
Lk. imepvicOn tot Adyov. The 
simple verb is usual in the Lxx. 
kat e€eAOdv xtA.: Peter left the 
courtyard by the gate. In Lk. the 
clause is identical, and is substi- 
tutéd for Mk’s difficult ériBadov 
éxAaev (on which see Swete, and 
Moulton, 1.131). In Lk., however, 
it is omitted, perhaps rightly, in all 
O.L. MSS. 


XAVl Ty 2 (Me xV ata likey xo: 
I, Jo. xviii, 28.) Tae Lorp Is 
HANDED OVER TO PILATE. 


I. mpwias «td.] In Mk. the 
entire Sanhedrin (described with 
emphatic fulness) meet, only to bind 
Jesus and take Him to Pilate. Mt. 
inserts Hore Javaraoat, a repetition 
of the object stated in xxvi. 59. 
There was no reason whatever for a 
second trial; see n. bef. xxvi. 57. 
On cup. éAaBov see xii. 14, and 
on dote of purpose (D tva), Blass, 
§ 69. 3. 

2. kat Sjoavres kTA.] Lk. omits 
the binding. He contemptuously 
describes the Sanhedrin as dzav 7d 
wrHO0s atrov. Pilatus (‘armed 
with a javelin’) was the cognomen, 
the last of the three names borne by 
every free Roman; Pontius (Lk. iii. 
I, Ac. iv. 27, 1 Tim. vi. 13) was the 


apxvepedow Kal mpeaButépors 


nomen, an ancient Samnite, after- 
wards Roman, gens. His praenomen, 
or personal name, is unknown. He 
was appointed procurator (nyenorv) of 
the province of Judaea (¢.e. from 
Samaria to the Dead Sea) by Tiberius 
in A.D. 26. His record was bad ; see 
Jos. Ant. Xvill. iil. f, BJ. 11. ix. 2 ff, 
Philo, Ad Gaz. 38. These Jewish 
accounts may be prejudiced; but 
that he was not of the best type of 
Roman governors seems certain ; cf. 
also Lk. xiii. 1. He was summoned 
to Rome in A.D. 36, and succeeded 
by Marcellus (see Add. n. after xiv. 
12). 


3= 10: 
JUDAS. 


(Mt. only.) Tue Enp or 


3. Tote iSwv ktd.] The incident 
was probably added by a later hand. 
The Sanhedrin are pictured as still 
sitting, after the Lord was led away, 
and Judas entered before they broke 
up. The writer, therefore, under- 
stood the condemnation to have 
taken place at the morning meeting. 
idév implies, not that Judas was 
present at the meeting, but that he 
concluded the result of it by seeing 
Jesus led away in bonds. On zapa- 
Sods see x. 4, and on the wl. rapa- 
dudovs xxvi. 25. For orpedeiv 
‘bring back’ cf. Is, xxxviii. 8. On 
Ta Tpidk. Gpytpua see xxvi. 15. 
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4. jyaprov KtA.] To ‘deliver up 
blood’ (2c, a living person) finds 
analogies in Deut. xxvii. 25 (ratd£au 
Yuxiv aivatos dOsov), 1 Regn. xix. 
5 (Gpapravers eis ai. aO.), Ps, xciii. 
[xciv.] 21 (af a0. xatraduKdoovrat). 
aiva Sixatov is rare (Joel iii. [iv.] 
£9,-Jon. i 14, Prov. vi. 17° v.l.); 
hence the more ordinary aif, a@dov 
(vl). Seev. 24, For ré mpds juas ; 
e Jo, xxi 22> f The’ idiom ov 
6yy is commoner in Latin, ‘tu 
videris’; but cf. v. 24 (in another 
extraneous passage), Ac. xvii, I5. 
Deissmann, Bzbl. St., cites a papyrus ; 
and it occurs in Epict. Diss, 11. ‘v. 
30, Iv. vi. 11. ideiv (1 Regn. xxv. 
17) and BAérewv (2 Chr. x. 16) are 
analogous to it. 

5. Kat pias xtXr.] Not a violent 
action; Judas did not throw the 
money on the ground, but placed it 
in the Treasury (See next verse), as 
the. prophet did, according to the 
original text of Zach. xi. 13 (See 
Add, n.). Since this stood in the 
court, where even women could 
approach it (Lk. xxi. 2), vads is not 
the inner shrine, but the temple 
(éepov) in general. Ahitophel the 
treacherous friend of David, and 
Judas the treacherous friend of the 
Son of David, meet a similar end 
(2 Sam. xvii. 23 PM). amdy far Gar 
occurs in Tob. iii. 10, and pn in 
Nah. ii. 13 [Engl. 12], the latter shew- 


ing that strangling, not necessarily 
hanging, is denoted. sin has 
the gloss ‘hanged himself and was 
strangled’ A different tradition, 
more gruesome in detail, is preserved 
in Ac. 1.18; see Bp. Chase in JIAS. 
Jan. 1912, who quotes a still more 
horrible account in Papias, Rendell 
Harris (AJTh. iv. 490 ff.) thinks that 
the tradition, for which Mt.’s account 
is a milder substitute, was derived 
from the legend of Nadan, son of 
Ahikar ;. and see 7d. xviii. 127-31. 

6. ovk e£eotw KTr.] Badetv (see 
on xX. 34) corresponds with pias, 
and kopBavav with vadv: they de- 
clared that the action of Judas was 
wrong (ovK e£eoruv),' because the 
price of blood was pollution to the 
treasury (cf. Deut. xxiii..18 [19]). 
They therefore took the money out 
and employed it for a _ secular 
purpose. On xopPdv, of which Mt. 
uses the graecized form, see xv. 5 ; 
it is not strictiy the yafopvAdxiov, 
but its contents. 

7, 8. See Add. n. 

9, to. tote KTA.] On the formula 
see i. 22. The omission of “lepeuiov 
in 33157 #@ab& sin.pesh was an 
obvious correction, since the quotation 
is from Zach. xi. 12f. Of Origen’s 
alternatives, either that Jeremiah 
was written by mistake for Zachariah, 
or that the words occurred in an 
apocryphal writing of Jeremiah (see 
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also Jerome ad loc.), the former is 
probably right. Thelatteris adopted 
by Resch (Teate u. Unt. 1896, 7. 
Teil ii. 336f.).. But the tradition 
preserved in the verses is exceedingly 
confused, and such a mistake in the 
names was easily made: Jeremiah’s 
purchase of a field (xxxii. 6 ff.), and 
his visit to the potter’s house (xviii. 


Esaiam %1; om 33 157 Hab codd. ap. Aug 
10 edwxay] edwxa & 122 24°7 31°Y $ sin. pesh. hel. pal4 


purely clerical slip, due to a mis- 
reading of an abbreviation, is also 
possible. Origen’s second alternative 
was adopted by the Nazarenes ; 
Jerome found it stated in their 
Gospel that the passage occurred ad 
verbum in an apocryphal book of 
Jeremiah. Some writers, eg. Cyr. 
Epiph., Thphlact (quoted by Tischen- 


2 f.), may have contributed to it. A dorf) carefully avoided the difficulty. 


Additional Note on xavit. 3-To. 


Four causes seem to have contributed to the formation of the passage: 
(1) The existence of a cemetery near Jerusalem, in which strangers who 
died in the city were buried. If it had no existence, the mention of it 
in v 7 is unaccountable. A tradition grew up as to its origin. (2) The 
existence of a piece of ground known as the Field of Blood (Aram. N17 bon 
Ac. i. 19 “AxeASdapcdx). Klostermann (Probleme in Aposteltexte 6 ff.) suggests 
that this arose from an.original H%kél d%mak, ‘Field of Sleeping,’ ae. a 
cemetery, which may have been the name of that in which strangers were 
buried. Since, in the Lxx., xy transliterates not only 5 but occasionally &, 
the Greek letters were thought to represent-Field of Blood. (3) However 
this may be, tradition explained Field of Blood in two different ways: 
in Ac. i. 18 it refers to the blood of Judas, shed in the field which he 
bought, in Mt. to the blood-money which he received. (4) An O.T. passage 
was adduced as being ‘fulfilled’ in the narrative: the 30 pieces of silver 
received by the prophet as his hire (Zach. xi. 12) uuderlie the account in 
Mt. v. 3. But the next verse in Zach. was then applied, in two ways: (a) 
it coloured the narrative that it was to illustrate, (6) it was added as a 
definite quotation. 

(a) Having received his wage, the prophet rejected it, and put it into 
‘the treasury’ (OY}ND). There is little doubt that this was the original 
reading (preserved in $ and implied in Targ.); but considering it derogatory 
to the temple, scribes altered the word to ‘the potter’ (1¥i"M). The writer 
of Mt.’s tradition knew, and applied, both readings: Judas, having received 
his wage, rejected. it, and put it into the treasury (vads, xopBavas); but 
considering this derogatory to the temple, the high priests paid it to the 
potter (for his field). At this point the tradition about the Field of Blood 
blends with the narrative, producing the complex which now stands in 
vv. 6-8. 
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(0) Zach. xi. 13 runs as follows: ‘And Yahweh said unto me, Cast it 
unto the “potter,” the splendid price (lit. the splendour of the price) at 
which I was priced by them ; and I took the thirty pieces of silver and cast 
it into the house of Yahweh unto the “potter.”’ (The uxx. has ywvevr/pov 
(‘smelting-furnace ’) for ‘potter,’ and departs in other respects from the Heb. 
text. It has no bearing on Mt.) The passage is applied thus: ‘And Yahweh 
said unto me’ appears as xa0a cuvera£ev por 6 Kipuos (cf. Exod. ix. 12). 
The command ‘Cast it unto the potter’ is omitted. ‘The splendour of the 
price (72"3) . . . by them’ becomes tv riny Tod TeTysnpevov (PT)... 
*Iopandr. Jesus was ‘priced by some of the children of Israel’ (for the 
partit. daé=}' cf. Blass, § 40. 2), but ‘valued as precious’ in the mind of 
Christians. The remainder more or less follows the Heb., except that rdv dypdv 
is introduced from the tradition about the Field of Blood. If édwxa is the 
true reading, as x. cvvéra€ev joe 6 K. suggests, €Aa Bor is also Ist pers. sing., as 
in the Heb. The reading édwxav, with ¢AaPov interpreted as 3rd pers. 
plur., whether due to Mt. or to a scribe, was a confusion owing to the action 
of the high priests recorded in vv. 6 f. 


Mt. xarnyopeicOar, MK. katrnydpovv 
mwoXAd, follow in the next verse. 

ov ef xtA.] ‘The King of the 
Jews’ is confined (except ii. 2) to 
the accounts of the Passion. “Iovdatos 
(in the synn. xxviii. 15, Mk. vii. 3, - 
Lk. vii. 3, xxiii. 51 only) was em- 
ployed either by foreigners, or by 
the evangelists as Christians distinct 
from Jews. (Contrast v. 42, BacvAcds 
*IopanA, when the members of the 
Sanhedrin are the speakers) In 
Jo. it occurs 71 times (see Westcott, 
p. Ix). od Aéyers seems to imply 
‘Thou .art verbally correct, but the 


11-14. (Mk. xv. 2-5, Lk. xxiii. 2— 
5, Jo. xviii. 29-37.) THE SANHE- 
DRIN ACCUSE JESUS BEFORE PILATE. 

11. 6 8€ “Inootvs xtA.] The first 
clause is added in Mt., the compiler 
resuming the narrative of vv. I, 2 
after the foregoing insertion. As to 
the place where the scene occurred 
see v. 27. Pilate’s question, and the 
reply ov Aéyess, are given identically 
by the synn., and the question also 
by Jo. But except in Lk. the 
question is unexpected, since there 
is nothing to shew that Pilate has 
received the information which could 


lead him to ask it, unless it is to be 
assumed that a written charge was 
handed to him. In Lk. (. 2) the 
Sanhedrin lay a threefold charge : 
(1) ‘perverting our nation,’ (2) ‘for- 
bidding to give taxes to Caesar,’ (3) 
‘saying that He Himself is King 
Messiah.” The last expression is 
thoroughly Jewish, and favours the 
genuineness of Lk’s account.. In 


truth is beyond thy comprehension’ 


(Jo, ob Aéyers Ste Barrreds ecipt) ; 


see OD XXVi. 25, 64. 

12. Kal év T@ KTA.]_ The silence, 
which met the accusations and 
Pilate’s next question, is of the same 
kind as in xxvi. 62 f.; legally it 
might be taken as a confession of 
guilt, but actually it produced an 
uncomfortable effect upon the judge : 
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Caiaphas was led by it to extort 
a confession, Pilate to a series of 
attempts to extricate the Prisoner and 
himself. Lk. omits mention of the 
silence, as before; Mk. implies it by 
Pilate’s question ovdk droxpivy ovdév ; 
The class. aor. mid. dexpivato is 
used in the N.T. either of a solemn 
utterance (Lk. iii. 16, Jo. v. 17, 19, 
Ac, iii, 12) as in the Lxx, or of a 
reply in a court of law (Mk. xiv. 61, 
Lk. xxiii. 9; cf. Jo. v. 11 §), as in 
papyri (M.-M. Vocab. s.v.). 


13. téTe kTA.] On wéc~a for doa 


see Blass, § 51. 4. Katapaptupotory 
for Mk’s xarnyopovow is for 
variety. 


14. kal ovk KTA.] Mk, 6 de 71. 
odkére ovdev dmexp. Mt. expresses 
the emphasis differently : Jesus ‘did 
not reply to a single word,’ a class, 
use of droxpiverOas mpds not found 
elsewhere in bibl. Gk.; it cannot 
mean ‘to the extent of (uttering) one 
word,’ Pilate’s wonder, which Mt. 
emphasizes (Aéav), was doubtless 
evoked, not only by the silence, but 
also by the bearing’ of the Accused, 
which repudiated the accusations 
more completely than words would 
have done. 

Lk. here records Pilate’s verdict of 
Not Guilty, declared to the chief 
priests and the populace, which called 
forth more vehement accusations. 
But the dyAos (see on v. 17) have 
not yet appeared; and the verdict 
is placed too early, since Pilate 
afterwards sends, the Prisoner to be 
tried by “Herod. It should follow 
that episode, and is, in fact, repeated 
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in its right place in Lk. v 14 f 
Mt., Mk. do not give the verdict ; 
they only imply (vv. 17 f,, 23) that 
Pilate judged the Prisoner to be 
innocent. (For an ingenious treat- 
ment of Lk.’s Herod narrative see 
Verrall, JTRS. x. 321-53.) 


15-26. (Mk. xv. 6-15, Lk. xxiii. 


13-25, Jo. xviil. 38-40.) . THE 
PoPruLACE DEMAND BARABBAS. 
PILATE SENTENCES JESUS. 

15. kata 6€ éoptiv KTA.] «idOe 


dmoAvew expands Mk.’s impf. az- 
éAvev ; Jo. also speaks of the custom 
(cvv7 Pera), but Lk. does not mention 
it (v.17 T.R, placed after v. 19 in 
Ssin.cur aeth, is a gloss). The 
release of prisoners, from various 
causes, was not unknown (cf. Jos. 
Ant. xx. ix. 3), and it occurred at 
the Lectisternium (Livy v. 13); see 
also Deissmann, Light frem Ane. 
East, 266 f.; but no parallel to the 
present case can be adduced. 76eAor : 
Mk. wapytovvro ‘they begged off.’ 
16. eixov S€ xrA.] The subject 
is probably not the Jews but the 
Romans, who had arrested him in | 
the act of insurrection.  éricnpov 
may mean ‘notorious’ (epsBdnrov 
év xaxia Chrys.), but seems rather 
to describe the high reputation in 
which he was held by the more 
rebellious section of the Jews, who 
therefore wished for his release. 
(The adj. is used of a person in Rom. 
xvl. 7, 3 Mac. vit (cf. Cant. v. 11 
[Theod., Quinta], always in a good 
sense; in Est. v. 4, xvi. 22, 2 Mac. 
xv. 36 it describes a red-letter day.) 
The word thus hints at the recent 
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insurrection, though Mt. omits Mk.’s 
mention of it. 
BapaBBav] Sa 73 was a common 
name in later times. ‘ Filius magistri 
eorum’ in Gosp. Heb. (ap. Jer. in 
Mt.), and diSacKkaAov vids mentioned 
in scholia in S, and some cursives, 


do not necessarily imply a reading. 


Bar Rabban ; Abba might be under- 
stood as the title of a teacher (cf. 
xxiii. 9). The name Jesus Barabbas 
(see Appar.) which Orig. found in 
‘quite ancient MSS.’ may perhaps 
have occurred in Gosp. Heb.; see 
W.H. Notes, 19 f, where the reading 
is rejected. But W.H. did not know 
Ssin, which contains it. Scribes 
would naturally omit it, for the same 
reason that made Orig. think the 
omission was probably right‘ ut ne 
nomen Jesu conveniat alicui ini- 
quorum.’ “Incovv is almost certainly 
genuine, and also “Incovv tov (of 
which rév is preserved in B Orig.) be- 
fore BapaBay in v. 17, where Pilate’s 
"Ino. zdv Acyopevov Xpiordv im- 
plies a previous mention of another 
Jesus. The absence of the name in vv. 
20 f., 26 does not affect the question. 
Burkitt. (Hv. da Meph. ii. 277 f.) 
suggests that Mt. derived the name 
from some tradition known to him, 


perhaps that which yielded the story’ 


of Pilate’s wife. But Mk.’s unusual 
phrase jv 5¢ 6 Aeyduevos Bap. may 
point also to an original jv 8 *Inoots 
6 Aey. B. 

17. cuvnypévov xtr.] The popu- 
lace now appeared for the first time. 
The Lord had been handed over to 
Pilate after a secret arrest and trial, 


so that the people as a whole would 
know nothing of it. They menacingly 
approached (Mk. dvaBas 6- dxAos) 
to demand the release of Barabbas. 
In Mk. Pilate asked them whether 
they would like the King of the Jews 
released (a sneer which Mt. represents 
by tov Acydpevov Xpurrdv, as in v. 
22), since he knew that the high 
priests had handed Him over because 
they envied His popularity. The 
people thus learnt that Jesus was a 
prisoner, and the high priests had to 
persuade them to insist on their 
original demand. In Mt, Pilate 
gives them their choice between two 
prisoners, both named Jesus. Lk. 
with less probability makes Pilate 
at this point express his intention of 
scourging and releasing Jesus, and 
the people, who have been present 
since the beginning of the trial (gee 
on v. 14 above), ery out for Barabbas. 
Perhaps, however, tavrAnGei refers 
only to the Sanhedrin; cf. drav 75 
TARGos adrav (Lk. v1), On OéAcre 
with conj. see xiii. 28. 

18. qde yép «tA.] Mt. with 
anti-Jewish feeling, ascribes the 
envy to the whole people, Mk. to the 
high priests; the latter must be 
right, since the people had had no 
hand. in the arrest or condemnation. 
mapédwxay is for Mk.’s plup. mapa- 
beddKerrav; cf. xxvi. 48. 

19. KkaOnpevov ktA.] ‘While he 
was sitting.’ This incident, found 
in Mt. only, is placed in the interval 
in which the people were being in- 
cited to ask for Barabbas. It pro- 
bably belonged to the same circle of 
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traditions connected with Pilate as 
vv. 24f., 62-66, xxviii. 11-15. It 
is not stated, though perhaps implied, 
that his wife learnt the Prisoner’s 
innocence in her dream (xat’ évap, cf. 
i. 20, ii, 12f.,, 19, 22); Pilate could not 
have known on the previous night of 
thesecret arrest, nor havediscussed the 
case with her. For Biya, tribunal, 
a raised seat or platform, cf. Ac. xii. 
Ai, api, 1, WOE, SAG Cy UO’ VI 
It must have been erected outside 
the praetorium, owing to the scruples 
of the Jews (cf. Jo. xviii. 28). It 
was not necessarily the same as that 
mentioned in Jo. xix. 13, which was 
placed on the ‘ pavement,’ the locality 
of which is doubtful (see Enc. Bubl. 
sv.) Tradition named. Pilate’s wife 
Procla, or Claudia Procula (Gosp. 
Nicod. 2, in Thilo, Cod. Apocr. 522 
ff). Tac. Ann. iii. 33 f. relates the 
decision that governors in the pro- 
vinces might be accompanied by 
their wives. On the ellipse of the 
verb in pndev col KrA. see Moulton, 
i. 183. For the expression cf. xviii. 
29. ; 

20. ot b€ dpxtepets KTA.]. The 
means which they employed are not 
stated. To tell the people that Jesus 
claimed Messiahship (Schweitzer) 
would hardly rouse the fury of a 
mob that was clamouring for the 
release of an insurrectionary leader ; 
such a claim would rather recommend 
Him to them. More probably they 
fanned their fury at the arrest of 
Barabbas, their popular hero, and 


perhaps also inflamed them against 
Jesus by repeating the words about 
the destruction of the temple which 
the witnesses had brought against 
Him. . Mt. adds rov dé’. aroderw- 
ov, as a preparation for their answer 
in v. 22. 

21. dmoKxpiOeis «tA.]  Pilate’s 
question in v 17 (with dé 7. dvo 
instead of the names of the prisoners) 
is repeated after the interval required 
by v. 19. In Mk, Lk. there is no 
interval; in the turbulent shouting, 
increasingly roused by the inflam- 
matory words of the priests, Pilate 
could still hear the name Barabbas on 
many lips, which led him to ask the 
next question. 

22. Aéyes KTA.] The class. con- 
struction ti rouow Iycody (similarly 
Mk.) has no exact parallel in the N.T. 
(see Blass, § 34. 4), but is found in 
the LXx. oravpovy = 1N (‘ to hang’) 
is found in Est. vii. 9, xvi. 18, and 
of ‘crucifying’ in Polyb. In class. 
Gk. it is to ‘fence in with stakes,’ 
while dvacravp. is to ‘impale.’ 
Montefiore dismisses the famous ery 
as unhistorical, because crucifixion 
was a Roman, not a Jewish, method 
of punishment. But if they wanted 
a Roman execution of a Jew, it was 
not unnatural to ask for the usual 
form of it. Mk. says raAwv expagav © 
Lratvpwoov avrév, though he has not 
previously recorded the cry. Well- 
hausen explains the wéAw by the 
Aram. 31N, which can mean ‘more- 
over, ‘thereupon.’ But perhaps Mk. 
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assumes that it formed part of the 
shouting in reply to Pilate’s first 
question. 

23. ti ydp xtd.] ‘What crime 
has he committed? for your shouts 
imply that he is a criminal.’ By 
descending to argument Pilateshewed 
that he was giving way, which pro- 
duced wilder cries. 

24. t8év KrA.] Each of the synn. 
leads up to the fatal sentence in his 
own way. Lk. says kal xatiocyvov 
at dwval avrav: he had not the 
courage to withstand the shouts. 
Mk. catches the political situation, 
BovAspevos Tounooe 7d ikavov To 
dxAw: he wanted to regain popular- 
ity, which his misrule had forfeited 
(cf. Ac. xii. 3, xxiv. 27). Mt.’s in- 
cident probably belongs to the same 
circle of traditions as v. 19 (see note). 
It increases the guilt of the Jews by 
lessening that of Pilate (cf. Just. Trypho, 
evili. Ov oTavpwrdvTwv Hpav), a 
tendency more strongly marked in 
Gosp. Pet.: ‘But of the Jews none 
washed his hands, neither Herod, nor 
any of His judges. And when they 
wished [? did not wish] to wash them, 
Pilate stood up. And then Herod the 
king commandeth the Lord to be 
taken (rapaAnppOjnvar, cf. v. 27 be- 
low) ete.’ ; here, and in the sentences 
which follow, Herod is made wholly 
responsible. In Acta Pil. the ex- 
oneration of Pilate is carried to ex- 
tremes (see ZNW., 1902, 92). The 


guilt of the Jews is also emphasized 
in other passages; see Stanton, 
Gospels as Hist. Doc. i. 51 n.*, 98. 
bre oddev xtA.] pede? may be 
impersonal, ‘it was of no use’ (to try 
and release Him), or the subj. may 
be Pilate (cf. Jo. xii. 19). padAAov 
Odp. yiv. seems to mean ‘the tumult 
was growing worse’ (Ssin ‘how 
much the tumult was increasing’) ; 
ef, Thue. vii. 25. Origen points out 
that Pilate’s action was a Jewish, not 
a Roman, custom ; cf. Deut. xxi. 6f. 


' (referred to in Jos. Ant. Iv. viii. 16, 


Sotah ix. 6), Ps. xxv. [xxvi.] 6, lxxii. 
[Ixxili.] 13. Some explain that 
Pilate did it to make the people 
understand his meaning. But it is 
doubtful if the passage can be 
regarded as historical. dO@os dao 
(see Blass, § 40. 3) is modelled on 
}) P21; cf Num. v. 31, 2 Regn. iii. 
28, Ac. xx. 26. 7. aip. rovrov may 
mean ‘this blood’ (as & sin), or ‘the 
blood of this man, and the first of 
the wll. (see Appar.) ‘this righteous . 
blood (ef. v 3, xxiii; 35). On 
by, Were see v. 4. 

25. kal amoxpilels xrA.] The 
Jewish nation invokes the guilt upon 
itself; Aads is purposely substituted 
for dxAos. Cf. v. 64, from the same 
circle of traditions. ata ‘the guilt 
of bloodshed’ is Hebraic. For similar 
curses cf. 2 Regn. i. 16, Jer. xxviii. 
[li.] 35, Ac. xviii. 6 ; and see 2 Regn. 
Xiv. 9. 
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26. tote x«tX.] Barabbas was 
released to the populace (avrois), 
Jesus was handed over to the soldiers. 
Lk. obscures this, by writing ‘and 
Jesus he delivered to their will,’ 
omitting the mockery by the soldiers. 
The crowd now probably divided ; 
the more turbulent section would be 
more interested in Barabbas than in 
Jesus, and would move away to greet 
the former on his exit from prison. 
The remainder stayed with the 
religious leaders, who went to see 
the execution. ¢payeAdovv is a 
latinism (flagellare) known only in 
Christian writings, except Test. Benj. 
2. payéAAvov (Jo. ii, 15), -EAAN 
are used in late Gk. Lk. mentions 
the scourging only in Pilate’s pro- 
posed compromise, maWevoas atrov 
dmodtocw (vv. 16, 22), which the 
people rejected. In Roman practice 
it usually occurred, as Mt., Mk. place 
it, immediately before execution (Jos. 
BJ. U1. xiv. 9, Vv. xi. 1, Livy xxii. 13, 
Cie. Verr. v. 62. 162). Jo. much 
less probably, places it, together with 
the soldiers’ mockery, at an earlier 
point (xix. I-3). It would probably 
not be performed in public, but the 
effects would be only too visible when 
the Lord was led out for execution. 


27-31. (Mk, >xv;, 16—20, Jo: 
xix. 2 f.) Tue MockrrRy BY THE 
SoLDIERS. 


27. Tore kTA.] It is gratuitous 
to suppose that the scene is only an 
expansion of the fact of the scour- 
ging (J. Weiss) ; nor does Lk.’s omis- 
sion of it suggest that it is a doublet 
of the mockery by the servants of 
Caiaphas (xxvi. 67 f.). 


The soldiers were the troops which 
accompanied the Procurator from 
Caesarea, his official residence (‘ Caes. 
Judaeae caput,’ Tac.), when he came 
to Jerusalem to keep order during 
the festival. They were not Jews, 
since the latter were exempted from 
conscription, but Roman citizens 
of various nationalities living in 
Palestine. A centurion and a few 
men attended the trial and _per- 
formed the scourging, but they then 
collected the whole ozetpa. This 
was strictly a cohors of 500-600 
men, named according to the district 
from which it was recruited (Schurer, 
HJP. 1. ii. 49 ff.), but here it evi- 
dently represents a smaller number. 

eis 7O mpaitdpiov] Mk. éow ris 
avAjs, 6 éorw mp. On mpattéptov 
see Lightft. Philippians, p. 97. In 
the Gospp. and Ac. xxiii. 35 it means 
the official residence of a governor ; 
in the latter passage if is Herod’s 
palace at Caesarea, where Felix the 
Procurator lived. Similarly Florus 
occupied, as Pilate in the present 
instance, the palace at Jerusalem, in 
front of which he set his tribunal (Jos. 
BJ. 11. xiv. 8; cf. ad. xv. 5, where 
it is described as the BactArKky) adA%). 
Mk. here explains, for his Roman 
readers, that the Procurator occupied 
the palace. It was a fortified build- 
ing on the Western hill, capable of 
housing troops. Some place the 
scene of the trial at the Castle of 
Antonia (cf. Ac. xxi. 35), close to the 
temple. But the synn. say nothing 
to suggest that the trial took place 
near the temple, and the meaning of 
Gabbatha, ‘the pavement,’ in Jo. xix. 
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13 is too uncertain to be used as 
evidence. In Jo. xviii. 28 the Jews 
refuse to enter the praetorium ; but 
if it had been the Castle, the resident 
troops would not, in any case, have 
allowed them to enter. Moreover, 
the troops in the Castle were a 
standing cohort, distinct from those 
which accompanied the Procurator. 
See ZNW., 1902, 15-22. 

28. kat exd’oavres xTA.] The 
vl, evdvoavres, which has good MS. 
‘support, is perhaps right ; it is the 
more difficult reading, the partep. 
being identical in meaning with 
mepiOnkav. (Ssin reads evdic., 
but avoids the difficulty by omitting 
mepieO. avrg). If the text is right, 
the Lord must have been clothed 
again with His own garments after 
being stripped for the scourging ; 
with évévcavres this does not take 
place till v. 31 (@vedvoav). yAapida 
Koxkivynv is a soldier’s scarlet cloak, 
a sagum, employed in mock imitation 
of royal purple (Mk. Gosp. Pet. 
moppvpayv). This detail, perhaps 
derived from an oral source, is in- 
trinsically probable. For xAapis 
cf, 2 Mac. xii. 35, 1 Régn. xxiv. 5 
(Sym.); and see L. & S. sv, 

29. kat wAegavtes xtA.] Cf. Is, 
XXViii. 5, 6 oTépavos. . . 6 TAEKels. 
It was not a royal diddnua, but a 
garland, such as could be won in 
battle or the games (1 Cor. ix, 25, 
2 Tim. ii. 5). The King of the Jews 
was greeted as a victorious Hero. 
On dxavOar see xiii. 7. Thorn 


bushes might be growing near by, in 
the palace grounds, but would be 
less likely in, or near, the Antonia. 
Cf. the treatment of an imbecile by 
a mob of Alexandrian Jews in order 
to insult Agrippa; ‘they spread a 
strip of byblus and placed it on his 
head instead of a diadem ... and 
for a sceptre they handed up to him 
a small piece of native papyrus, which 
they found thrown by the roadside. 
And because he was adorned as king 
. §ome approached as though to 
greet him, others as though to plead 
a cause’ (Philo, In Flacc. Mangey ii. 
522). See also Plut. Pomp. xxiv. 
kat Kddapov xTd.] A stalk of 
cane grass does duty for a sceptre. 
This detail, added by Mt. may be 
from the same source as the chlamys. 
Gosp. Pet. does not mention it. If 
it is genuine, the Lord’s hands must 
have been unbound after the scour- 
ging. J. Weiss is over-subtle in 
rejecting it on the ground that if 
Jesus had retained the reed in His 
hand ‘He would of His own accord 
have been taking part in. the comedy,’ 
kal yovurernoavtes KTA.] Mk’s 
equivalent is placed at the end of 
the next verse; Mt. makes all the 
details of the mockery to precede 
the violence. yovurer. avoids Mk.’s 
Latinism tifévtes Ta yovara, (ponere 
genua), Gosp. Pet. gives a different 
picture: ‘And they that took the 
Lord pushed Him as they ran, and 
said, Let us carry off the Son of God, 
having got power over Him. And 
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they clothed Him in purple, and set 
Him upon a seat of judgment, saying, 
Judge righteously, O King of Israel. 
(Cf. Just. Apol. i. 35, exdOiray emt 
tod Brypatos Kal elrov Kpivov jpiv ; 
see Stanton, Gosp. Hist. Doc. 97 ff.) 
And one of them brought a thorn 
crown and placed it upon the head 
of the Lord, and others stood and 
spat upon His face, and others struck 
His cheeks (cf. Mt. xxvi. 68 note), 
others pricked Him with a reed, and 
some scourged Him, saying, With 
this honour let us honour the Son 
of God.’ 6 BactArAeds ‘you King’ is 
for Mk.’s Bao.ded which would 
strictly admit the right to the title 
(Moulton, i. 76 f., Blass, § 33. 4). 

30. kal éumticavtes KTA.] TOV 
kéAapov : the reed previously placed 
in His hand. J. Weiss speaks of the 
‘coarse, but fairly good-humoured 
soldiers’ joke’! and thinks that the 
spitting is more suitable to the 
malice of the Jews, and was added 
from the account of the earlier 
mockery. 


31, kat dre xtA.] The mockery 
was probably quite short, lasting 
until the cross and the necessary 
instruments for execution were 
brought. <A handful of soldiers (four 
according to Jo, xix. 23) then did 
their work with military precision 
under command of a centurion ; and 
no further insults from them are 
recorded in Mt., Mk., Jo. Some think 
that the whole account is fabricated 
on the basis of some pagan custom, 
such as the mock coronation which 
preceded the Saturnalia of the Baby- 


"E€epyopuevor dé etpov avOpwirov | 


lonian festival of Sacaea (Frazer, 
Golden Bough?, ii. 24f. 253f., ili. 
1sof.), or the buffoonery which 
accompanied the mimes, eg. at 
Alexandria (Reich, Der Kénig mit 
der Dornenkrone). That the mock 
homage may have been ‘ determined 
by some hazy notion of imitating a 
pagan bit of ritual’ is possible. Dut 
‘it did not require any coarse pagan 
rite to stimulate military horseplay 
among soldiers’ (Moffatt, ‘ Trial of 
Jesus, DCG.). 


32. (Mk. xv. 21, Lk, xxiii. 26-32, 
Jo. xix. 17.) Tam Via Dotorosa. 

eEepxopevor xtX.] They met 
Simon as they came out of the city 
(cf. Heb. xiii. 12), 80 that the Lord. 
had carried the Cross Himself for a 
short distance. This was. customary 
(see x, 38), and Jo. rightly says 
Bacragwv atte rdiv oravpov, but 
does not mention Simon. The only 
reason for his impressment must have 
been that Jesus was physically unable 
to carry it further. A soldier’s jest 
was very unlikely when they were 
performing military duty. Cyrene, 
a Libyan town, received its first 
Jewish colonists from Alexandria 
(Jos, Ap. ii, 4; cf. Ant, xIVv. vii. 2). 
If Ac. vi. 9 speaks of a synagogue of 
Cyrenaeans at Jerusalem (see, how- 
ever, Blass and Preuschen, ad loc.), 
Simon may have been a member of 
it. The name is too common to 
allow of his identification with 
‘Symeon called Niger’ who was at 
Antioch with Lucius the Cyrenaean, 
and others (Ac. xiii. 1). Mk. alone 
adds that he was the father of 
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Alexander and Rufus (cf. Rom. xvi. 
13), who probably became well 
known Christians in Rome, but of 
whom Mt., Lk. may have known 
nothing, and therefore omitted the 
words. Their father’s account of 
the Crucifixion may well have played 
a part in their conversion, and in 
the Marcan tradition. Mt. omits 
épxopevov am dypov (Mk., Lk.), 
which need not imply that he was 
-coming in from work, but only that 
he lived, or was lodging in a neigh- 
bouring village (cf. ‘Mk. xvi. 12), 
and was coming into the city, 
perhaps for purposes connected with 
the festival. 

toutov KTA.] On dyyapedvery see 
vy. 41. Lk’s épev drirdev Tod 
*Inoov. can hardly mean that Simon 
was to help Jesus in carrying the 
Cross, by supporting the hinder end. 
It was possibly added as a reminiscence 
Otmiikwix.523,eX1V..27.  A.-con- 
demned person did not usually carry 
the whole cross, but only the cross 
beam (patibulum); the upright beam 
was generally standing ready to receive 
it. Lk. gives here the Lord’s words 
to the women who bewailed Him. 

33-50. (Mk. xv. 22-37, Lk. 
xxiii, 33-46, Jo. xix. 17-30.) THE 
CRUQIFIXION. 

33. Kal eAOdvres xTA.] Mk. x. 
pépovotv avrdv, ‘escort,’ ‘help, or 
drag, along’ (cf. Gosp. Pet. yveyKov 
Svio kakovpyous, Mk. vii. 32, Jo. 
xxi. 18) The place was a skull- 
shaped mound, known as ‘ the Skull’ 
(xnozea, Heb. noi7a, Vulg. quod 
est Calvariae locus; cf. Jud. ix. 53, 


4 Regn. ix. 35). Mt. corrects Mk.’s 
Gk. form -Ody (cf. 6 ToAyodas Cyr. 
Cat. xiii.) On the omission of the 
second ? see Dalm. Gr. 166. sin 


omits the first 5 and in Mt. the 
explanation of the name. The 
superfluous Aeyduevos was probably 
added accidentally by an early scribe. 
The name does not imply that the 
skulls of criminals lay there, buried 
or unburied, for the whole skeletons 
would be there. On the legend that 
Adam was buried there see the 
writer's art. ‘Adam’ in DCG. On 
the site see Swete. 

34. wkav KTr.] Mk’s e.dody 
is probably a narrative imperf,, 
which Mt. usually avoids, but possibly 
it is conative. A narcotic, said to 
have been provided by women in 
Jerusalem, was commonly given to 
those about to be executed. Mk.- 
has éopyppicpevov oivov. Mt.’s 
xoAxy can hardly be a mere equival- 
ent, although myrrh and gall were 
both bitter; it seems to be a refer- 
ence to Ps. Ixviii. [lxix.] 22 (cf. Lam. 
iii, 15), perhaps aided by the simil- 
arity of Aram, 771) (myrrh) to Heb. 
M79 (gall; cf. Job xvi. 14, xx. 14). 
The reading dos for ofvov is also 
due to the Psalm, cf. Barn. vii. 3, 
otavpwlels érorifero b€eu Kal yoAy, 
Gosp. Pet. ‘And one of them said, 
Give Him to drink gall with vinegar ; 
and they mixed it and gave Him to 
drink, and fulfilled all things, and 
accomplished their sins upon their 
head,’ 

Kat yevodpevos xtX.] Mk, ds de 
ovk éAaBev, Mts alteration may. 
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have been derived from an independ- 
ent tradition; it implies that the 
Lord did not know what the bever- 
age contained until He tasted it, 
which is in marked contrast with 
the passages in which Mt. avoids 
implications of ignorance on the 
part of Jesus (see on viii. 29). The 
refusal of the narcotic cannot have 
been for the sake of bearing ad- 
ditional physical pain, but because 
a voluntary death for others required 
full exercise of will and conscious- 
ness to the last. 

35. oTavpwoavres 


ktd.] The 


single verb suffices in all the Gospels 5. 


the details were well known to all 
readers, and the eternal value of the 
Cross does not lie in its physical 
tortures. The synn. do not even 
mention the nails, a detail which is 
supplied in Jo. xx. 25, Gosp. Pet. 
(see on v. 59 below); but in Lk. xxiv. 
39 the scars in the hands and feet, and 
Jo, xx. 20, 25 in the hands, are re- 
ferred to. Hands and feet, in accord- 
ance with Lk, are mentioned by 
Just. (Dial. xcvii.) and subsequent 
writers. Possibly, but not necessarily, 
Lk, was influenced by Ps, xxi. [xxii.] 
17. The Lord’s words, in the first 
moments of agony, recorded. in early 
tradition, are given by Lk.: ‘ Father 
forgive them etc”. The docetism of 
Gosp. Pet., ‘But He was silent as 
having no pain’ rings the falser by 
contrast. 

Stepepicavro ktXr.] Not a gratuit- 
ous insult, as Gosp. Pet. perhaps 
implies; ‘having placed His gar- 
ments in front of Him they divided 
them and cast the lot upon them’; 
the clothes were usually the perquis- 
ites of the executioners. The same 


a a a \ ps 
Kal éréOnxav érdvw tis Kepadis avTov THY alTiay 


treatment is described in Ps. xxi, 
[xxii.] 19, quoted in Jo., and added 
here in some MSS. Since it was a 
common practice, the narrative need 
not be regarded as a mere product 
of the Psalm, though the wording 
(cf. v. 39) has probably been coloured 
by it, including the omission of Mk.’s 
tis ti dpyn. The tradition of the 
seamless coat is given only in Jo. 

36. Kat KaOjpevor xtr.] Mt. 
only. It does not mean that they 
gloated over the Sufferer ; they sat 
and guarded Him, as was customary, 
to prevent the possibility. of rescue. 
Lk. says kal elotHKer 6 Aads Oewpar, 
adding not only the. sneers of the 
rulers but mockery by the soldiers 
(see on ¥. 43). 

Mk. here states jv S€ dpa tpityn 
[ue 9 am.] Kal éoratpwoay avTov. 
If this was not a later addition, Mt., 
Lk. may have omitted it because 
they received more accurate informa- 
tion. Jo. is, probably correct in 
placing the close of the Roman trial 
about noon (pa Av ws ext), and in 
relating that the bodies were re- 
moved before the Sabbath began, “i.e, 
before 6 pm. There was enough 
time for the latter if the Lord died 
at about 3. o'clock. Mk. seems to 
divide the day somewhat artificially 
into periods of three hours (Mk. xy. 
I, 25, 33, 42; see on Mt, xxvi. 34). 

37. Kab éréOnkav KtXr.] % eme- 


ypapi) THs aitias (Mk.) was the 


titulus (Jo. tirAos), the placard 
stating the victim’s crime, which 
was carried before him, or hung 
round his neck, as he walked to ex- 
ecution. Swete cites two examples. 
Mt. interprets Mk.’s érvyeypappévn. 
‘Over. His head’ indicates that the 
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Cross was of the traditional shape, a 
crux immissa, not in the form of T 
or X. The verse looks back at an 
action of the soldiers before they sat 
down on guard. Lk. mentions the 
titulus still later, in connexion with 
the mockery by the soldiers. Jo. 
states that the titulus was written 
in Hebrew (Aramaic), Latin and 
Greek, so that Pilates sneer at the 
Jews would reach as many as possible 
of the pilgrims in the city. 

otrés eotiv KTA.] Pilate’s sneer 
is most acute in Mk.’s terse 6 Ba- 
otreds tov “lovdaiwy. The other 
evangg. expand it differently: Lk. 
6 Bao. tov “lovd. otros. Jo. Inoots 
6 Nafwpaios 6 Bac. r. "Iovd. —Gosp. 
Pet., which ascribes the mockery and 
crucifixion to ot AaBdvres ov 
Kupvov (see v. 29), 2.6 probably the 
Jews, has otrés éorw 6 Bao. Tod 
*IopandA. Whatever was the original 
form, the charge on which the Lord 
was executed was a claim to King- 
ship (see Jo. xix. 12-16), That He 
said He would destroy the temple 
would have been nothing to Pilate, 
even if it had reached his ears; and 
having sacrificed Jesus to save him- 
self from the mob, he was obliged to 
put forward an adequate charge. 

38. rére xrA.] A good instance 
of Mts use of rére (see on ii. 7); the 
crucifying of the robbers, as well as 
the affixing of the titulus, must have 
preceded the sitting on guard (v. 36). 
The robbers may have been tools of 


Barabbas. Lk, calls them only 
Kakovpyot, relating, at an earlier 
point (v. 32), that they were led 
with Jesus to be destroyed ; he does 
not state that they were placed on 
either side of Him. On the refer- 
ence to Is. liiii 12 in the lesser 
uncials in Mk. see Camb, Bibl. Essays, 
240. Reflexion on the words of 
Isaiah may have led the early 
Christians to attach importance to 
the crucifixion of the robbers, but 
that it led them to invent the 
account is not suggested by anything 
in the records. 

39. of 6€ krA.] Jews again appear 
on the scene, with a malice like that 
shewn in the trial before the San- 
hedrin. The wording is coloured by 
Ps. xxi. [xxii.] 8, rdvres of Oewpodvres 
pe eLepvntTypiodv pe, eAXdAnoaV ev 
xelAcowv, éxivnoay Kepadny. Lk, 
kat eioTHKer 6 Aads Oewpov: eFewvK- 
tipi(ov 6& ot a&pxovres echoes the 
first clause, Mt., Mk. the last ; cf. also 
Lam. ii. 15. Shaking the head was 
in mock commiseration. The next 
verse in the Psalm colours vv. 40-42, 
and is quoted in v. 43. 

40. 6 KataAvwv xTX.] Mk. ova 
6«. On the pres. .partcp. see xiii, 
37. gocov ceavtdy is an echo of 
Ps, Ic. cwrdrw airéy, as is probably 
the taunt in Wisd. ii. 18 (see Good- 
rick). The two halves of the verse 
in Mt. are based upon two claims of 
Jesus; kat (see Appar.)does not disturb 
this if it is rendered consecutively, 
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‘then come down. On the former 
claim see xxvi. 61. ef vids ef Tov 
Oeot (which Mk. omits) refers to the 
question of Caiaphas (xxvi. 63) and 
echoes Satan’s temptations (iv. 3, 6). 

42. dAAovs KTX.] eowoev, which 
must have the same force as coat, 
does not refer to His miracles of 
healing, but to His claim to be 
King. The virulent sarcasm implies 
that He had not, as Messiah, man- 
aged to bring ‘salvation’ (cf. i, 21, 
Lk. i. 77, ii, 30) to anyone, but since 
He claimed to, let Him save Him- 
self. As Jews they say ‘King of 
Israel’ instead of ‘King of the 
Jews’ which was. on the titulus. 
Mk. has a double title, 6. xpurrds and 
6 Bac. ’Iop., and Lk. 6 ypiords Tod 
Geot and 6 ékAextés. Mt.’s riot. éx” 
avrév (Ac.4, Rom. iv. 24, Wisd.’ xii. 
2) is more than Mk.’s murrevwpev. 

43. memouWev xtA.] A quotation 
from Ps. xxi. [xxii.] 9, given by Mt. 
only. As in the Lxx. (7Amuwrev), 
b3 is read for 53, but the rendering 
is independent, and probably stood 
in Mt’s collection of testymonza. 
vov, which heightens the taunt, and 
is not represented in Heb. or Lxx, 
may have been added by the evang. 
He also adds efrev yap xrX., explain- 
ing vv. 40-43 and referring again to 
XXvi. 63. 

Lk. here states that the soldiers 
uttered similar taunts, ‘ offering Him 
vinegar. But the latter would be 
an act of kindness, unless the words 
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mean that the vinegar was offered, 
but at the same time withheld. Such 
a departure from discipline, however, _ 
by soldiers on official duty is scarcely 
probable. It seems to be a confused 
variation (omitted in & sin.cur) of the 
account in Mt. v. 48 (Mk. v. 36). 

44. 75 8 atré xrA.] Mk. simply 
aveidufov aitév. For 7d atrd, ‘in 
the same way,’ cf. xviii. 9 (D for 
xail°), Phil. ii. 18. Lk. relates that — 
one of the malefactors that were 
hanged blasphemed Him, and gives 
the words of the taunt; that- the 
other rebuked him, and then spoke 
to Jesus and received His reply. 

45. awd € exryns xtX.] On the 
hour of the Crucifixion see v. 36. 
If it took place about noon, the 
darkness must be thought of as 
lasting the whole time that the Lord 
was on the Cross. tiv yhv means 
vaguely ‘the country, or Judaea; 
Gosp. Pet. ‘And it was midday, 
and darkness kdterye macav THVv 
*Tovdaiay, as the darkness pre- 
vailed éri mécav yhv Ailytrrov. 
Lk. (SBC*L) adds rod aXiov ék- 
Xeirovtos, but ACPD % & (kal) 
eoxoticOn (8) 6 Avs. In Acta 
Pil. the Jews explain away the 
darkness as due to an ordinary 
eclipse ; but this could not occur at 
the time of a full moon. It is 
possible to explain it as ‘an extra- 
ordinary gloom due to natural 
causes’ (Swete) ; but the probability 
must be recognized that the account 
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is influenced by O.T. predictions of 
cosmic catastrophes: Joel ii. 10, 31 
tue A aad, [iv.] 15, Is.. xiii. “10, 1. 
3, Jer. xiii. 16, xv. 9. In Am. viii. 
9, kal Svoerar 6 yAvos peonpBpias, 
the phenomenon accompanies a 
mourning os révOos ayamrnrod. 

46. wept d€ xtA.] Of the seven 
utterances from the Cross (cf. Lk. 
RRs 4543540; 0, XIX, 26, 28, 
30) this (Mt., Mk.) is the least likely 
to be due to Christian imagination 
—a very human cry, quoted from 
Ps, xxi. [xxii] 1. It was probably 
the Lord’s application of it to Him- 
self which led to the large use of the 
Psalm in vv. 35, 39-43. That it 
was a cry of despair from a conscious- 
ness of failure is inconceivable from 
One who had expected (xx. 22) and 
accepted (xxvi. 39, 42) the Cup of 
suffering, and who knew that His 
death was necessary to make Him a 
Adtpov avri moAAGy (xx. 28) and as 
a means of reaching His Messianic 
glory. The cry was an expression 
of His agony of soul and body, but 
in that agony is involved the 
mystery of the Atonement. The 
loud cry would be audible to His 
followers afar off (v. 55). 

Océ pou xtA.] The Lord used an 
Aram. version, probably current in 
the synagogues, which, like the M.T., 
did not contain a word corresponding 
with the Lxx. mpécyes pou. The 

- translations added by Mt., Mk. are 
independent renderings of it. The 
reading (apOavei seems to be a mis- 
placed attempt to represent the Heb. 
yma. D (Mk) oveidiuods pe (as 


though interpreting the Aram, JNDY, 
‘art thou angry with me’) avoids the 
thought of abandonment by God. 
It is improbable that Jesus quoted 
the Heb, not only because He 
habitually spoke Aramaic, but because 
there could have been no reason for 
the alteration into Aram. for Greek- 
speaking Christians who understood 
neither language. éAw(e)é (Mt., Mk.) 
might seem to point to the Heb. 
ON, but the w may represent the 
duller sound of the Aram. 4 (Dalm. 
Words, 54); €Awaté would be nearer 
to the sound of the Heb. If the 
reading 7A(e)é in Mt. were correct, it 
would not prove that the sentence 
was Heb., for by was familiar to 
Aramaic-speaking Jews, and is used 
in Targ.™* (Dalm.), and in Targ. Ps. 
(ad loc). It is supported by the 
docetic account in Gosp. Pet, 7 
Svvapis pov, y Sbvapis pov, Kareé- 
Aewfds pe (see Robinson and James, 
p- 21). Eli would better suggest 
Elijah, but either Mt. or a scribe 
might choose it on that account. 
Aapd, the Heb. form, is probably 
the true reading in Mk.; Mt. corrects 
it to the Aram. Aeud. 

47. tives 6€ KTX.] Mk. kal 7. tov 
tapectwtwv (a word characteristic of 
his narrative of the Passion, xiv. 47, 
69, 70, xv. 39) These may have 
been Jewish onlookers, whose refer- 
ence to Elijah was a mere jibe; 
hence, perhaps, Mt.’s scornful odros 
(cf. ix. 3) after “HA. dwvet; or 
Hellenists who really mistook the 
Aram. words. Mk., however, who 
uses 6 wapeotynkds of the centurion 
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(xv. 39), may have meant the soldiers, 
unless adere iSwuev «TA. in his next 
verse was originally the sequel of 
this one (see v 49 below). The 
soldiers had brought a jar (Jo. xix. 
29) of posca, their usual drink, no 
doubt for their own refreshment, and 
would probably be unwilling to allow 
onlookers to touch it. They may 
well have heard of Elijah, the chief 
hero of popular expectation. 

48. Kal eddéws KTA.] Mk. Spapov 
8 THs kal yepioas (D kal Spapov 
els kat mAjoas). For xéAapos Jo. 
has toowros, which would probably 
mean the stalk of some wild plant 
which was long enough for the pur- 
pose. But see Bernard on Jo. xix. 29. 

49. of dé Aourot xrA.] Mk. 
Réywv' adete KTX., as though the 
‘soldier wished to keep up the strength 
of the Crucified a little longer, on 
the chance that Elijah would come 
and rescue Him before He died. 
But this is improbable, since the 
soldier, though he might have heard 
the popular ideas about Elijah, would 
not share them. In Mt. the act 
of kindness is met by a jeering pro- 
test from others, ze. Jews (similarly 
$ sin.pesh in Mk.). Perhaps the 
incident of the vinegar (to Aéywv) 
was added later to Mk. from Mt. 
(which might account for the 
omission in Mk. of his favourite 
evOéws), and dere kTA. in Mk. was 
originally the sequel of ide ’HA. 
gwve. Orig’ transposes vv. 48, 49. 


The taunt was perhaps intentionally 
heightened by the use of the same 
Aram, P2W (apes) as the Lord had 
used in His cry. For the construc- 
tion ddes iSwpev cf. vii. 4. cdowv 
(cf. wv. 40, 42) is for Mk.’s xabedeiv. 
On the infrequent fut. partcp. see 
Blass, § 14, Moulton, i. 230. 

The bracketed passage is probably 
an adaptation of Jo. xix. 34 in an 
early marginal note, the order ‘water — 
and blood’ being due to 1 Jo. v. 6. 
Its position before ‘Jesus again cried 
with a loud voice’ must have been 
due-to the carelessness of a scribe, 
who carried it into his text from 
the margin, mechanically making 
GAAos to follow immediately upon 


eis (v. 48). The passage is rightly 
omitted in ‘Western’ authorities 


(see Appar.). 

50. 6 bé’Ingvots ktA.] Mk. : 688 
"I. ddels hoviv peyddrny ekervevoev. 
Lk. gives the words of the cry, from 
Ps, xxx. [xxxi.] 6. Jo. gives reréXe- 
ora. as the Lord’s last word. Unlike 
most victims of crucifixion Jesus did 
not die from slow exhaustion ; with 
strength enough for a loud ery, He 
expired immediately, which roused 
the wonder of the centurion (Mk. 
v. 39). Mt. perhaps interprets this 
with a thought analogous to that in 
Jo. x. 17 f., transferring Mk.’s ddeis 
from the Lord’s ery to His spirit, 
which He voluntarily let go (Jo. 
mapedwKey Td Tvedpe, an echo of the 
words of the ery given by Lk.) ; but 
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perhaps he merely prefers a Lxx. 
expression ; cf. Gen, xxxv. 18, and 
see Sir. xxxviii. 23, Wisd. xvi. 14. 
Gosp. Pet. has a different thought : 
kal eirov aveAjudOyn. Spitta thinks 
that the cry, in conjunction with the 
following portents, was thought of as 
superhuman, the utterance of a 
divine voice, as in Joel iii. 15 f., and 
that this explains the centurion’s 
words in vw 54. But in Mk. the 
only portent is the rending of the 
veil, of which the centurion could 
not have known when he spoke. 


51-56. (Mk. xv. 38-41, Lk. xxiii. 
47-49.) CIRCUMSTANCES ACCOMPANY- 
ING THE Lorp’s Datu. 

51. kat ido xrd.] The first 
portent is related by Lk. earlier (v. 
45) in connexion with the darkness. 
Both the tabernacle (Exod. xxvi. 31, 
36) and Herod’s temple (Jos. BJ. v. 
v. 4 f.) had two veils, which hung at 
the entrance of the Holy Place and 
the Holy of Holies (75 Sevtepov kata- 
méeraopa Heb. ix. 3). Many assume 
that the latter is meant, and 
interpret the rending mystically, on 
the basis of Heb. ix. 8, x. 19 f. But 
the evangg. almost certainly picture 
a portent visible to all, not only to 
the priests who happened to be in 
the Holy Place at the moment. The 
narrative seems to be similar in 
character to Jewish traditions which 
were current in connexion with the 
approaching fall of Jerusalem: Jos. 
BJ. vi. v. 3 #. At Passover time the 
great bronze gate of the inner court 
opened of its own accord; and at 
Pentecost there was a quaking and a 
noise, and the sound of a multitude 
saying ‘ Let us remove hence.’ Jer. 
Yoma 43¢, Forty years before the 


temple was destroyed, the doors, shut 
at evening, were found open in the 
morning. The Lord’s Death, the 
fall of Jerusalem, and the End of 
the Age, were closely connected in 
Christian thought, and the rending 
of the veil was a warning sign (cf. 
Clem. Recogn. i. 41, ‘lamentans ex- 
cidium loco imminens’) The. very 
temple rent its veil in mourning, as 
the earth had clothed itself in dark- 
ness. That it was rent from top to 
bottom (Lk. simply péoov) shewed 
that it was not done by human 
hands. 

Jer. (in Mt, and Ep. 120, 8) found 
it stated in Gosp. Heb. ‘non velum 
templi scissum, sed superliminare 
templi mirae magnitudinis corruisse.’ 
Nestle’s conjecture (ZNW., 1902, 
167) that superliminare = “ADD, 
which was misunderstood as MDB 
(‘ veil’) is rightly criticized by Dalm. 
(Words, 56) and J. A. Robinson 
(Expos. v. 198). 

kal 7 yy «tA.] The remaining 
portents are given only by Mt. For 
a parallel to the earthquake see Jos. 
lc. ; and the rending of the rocks in 
conjunction with it recalls 1 Kings 
xix. 11. Possibly the earthquake 
was assumed as the necessary cause 
of the rending of the veil; but it is 
probably analogous to legendary 
earthquakes connected with great 
crises ; cf. Virg. Georg. i. 475 (at the 
death of Caesar), Edmunds, Buddh. 
and Christ. Gosp. 189 (‘at the entrance 
of the Lord into Nirvana’). 

52, 53. Kalra pynpeta ktA.] The 
earthquake opened the tombs, and 
yet it was not till after the Lord’s 
resurrection that the saints emerged, 
and entered the city. Some think 
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that, in order to preserve the truth 
that Christ was the Firstfruits of 
them that slept (1 Cor. xv. 20), 
avTov was substituted for an original 
adTov, or that pera T. Eyepow adTov 
was inserted later. Possibly the rising 
of the saints was, in an early tradi- 
tion, the sequel of the earthquake at 
Christ’s resurrection (xxviii. 2), and 
was mistakenly recorded at this 
point. There may be a reference 
to the belief that Jesus, on His 
descent into Hades, released those 
imprisoned there (Loofs, Third Con- 
gress for Hist. Rel. ii. 299), but pera 
T. éyepowv avr. cannot mean ‘after 
He had raised them.’ é¢yepous is not 
used elsewhere of resurrection ; con- 
trast Ps. cxxxviii. [exxxix.] 2. 

The dyvou are the pious Israelites 
whose resurrection had for some time 
formed part of the popular eschato- 
logy ; especially was this expected of 
the patriarchs and martyrs (Volz, 
Jiid. Esch. 238 ff.). In Acta Pil. 
(Thilo 810 f.) the passage is referred 
to the former; in Ign. Magn. ix. to 
the prophets. sin Tat. have ‘the 
righteous,’ a more usual designation 
of O.T. saints; but dyoe means 
saints of special note. Pagan parallels 
to the narrative occur in Ovid, Met. 
vii. 205, Tibul. 1. ii 45. On 
Gyo méAts see iv. 5. 

54. 6 8€ éxardvrapxos KTA.] A 
reference to v. 36. Mk.: 6 xev- 
tupiwov (so Mk. v. 44 f.; not else- 
where in the N.T.) 6 rapeornkas 
e€ évavtias avrov. Mt. refers to 


the foregoing portents (ra y.vopeva), 
Mk. (671 ovrws éférvevoev), and 
apparently Lk. (rd yevdpevov) to 
the Lord’s sudden death. But this 
in itself would hardly account for 
the centurion’s words. Most MSS. 
in Mk. add xpd£as after otrws (D d 
ovtws atrov kpdgavTa Kal e€éry.), as 
though referring to the loudness of 
the cry from one at the verge of 
death. But this is scarcely less 
difficult. Lk’s 7d yevduevov can 
hardly refer to the trustful submission 
of the words ‘Father, into Thy 
hands I commend My spirit’ (so 
Spitta). The narrative of Mk. Lk. 
remains an unsolved difficulty. 
dAnOGs KTX.] vids Geov without 
the article could, as a predicate, 
mean ‘the Son of God’ (as %sin), 
in which case the passage relates the 
centurion’s conversion. That his 
name, Petronius, was known to 
tradition (Gosp. Pet.) perhaps implies 
this. But in the mouth of a pagan 
the words probably mean ‘a super- 
human person,’ a hero; cf. Dan. iii. 
92 [25] Theod. Lk. substitutes the 
Jewish term Sixaos, avoiding the 
idea of ‘demigod’ with its heathen 
associations. In‘Lk. (v. 48) is added, 
probably by a later hand, that ‘all 
the crowds who came together to 
that spectacle when they beheld ra 
yevopeva, returned smiting their 
breasts,’ 7.¢. in remorse, as stated more 
clearly in % sin.cur ¥ g Gosp. Pet. 
55. noav dé xtX.] These were 
eyewitnesses from whom the Church 
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received accounts of the Crucifixion. 
LK, says rdvtes of yvworrol atte, Kal 
yvvaikes, of which the former may 
have included some of the Twelve. 
At least some of the male acquaint- 
ances of Jesus in Jerusalem, and 
probably Simon the Cyrenaean and 
Joseph of Arimathaea, would be 
present. All the synn. relate that 
they stood ‘afar off’ (cf. Ps. lxxxvii. 
[1xxxviii.] 9. 19); but the prominence 
. given to three women may possibly 
have been due to the fact that they 
ventured nearer to the Cross. In 
any case the words from the Cross 
cannot be rejected merely because 
those who stood afar off could not 
have heard them. Apart from the 
account in Jo. that the Lord’s 
mother, other women, and the be- 
loved disciple, stood by the Cross, 
the centurion, and one at least of the 
soldiers, were sympathetic, and might 
have spoken afterwards of what they 
had heard. 

aitives KTA.] Mk. gives the three 
names first, adding ‘who when He 
was in Galilee used to follow Him 
and minister to Him; and [also 
beholding were] many others who 
came up with Him to Jerusalem.’ 
Mt., by connecting nxoAovOnoav and 
dvakovovoat with the journey to 
Jerusalem, loses the distinction be- 
tween the three and the others. Lk. 

“relates the duaxovia in viii. 3, but 
does not mention it here. 

56. év ais nv xtd.] Mary of 
Magdala ‘from whom seven demons 
had gone out’ (LK. viii. 2; cf. ‘ Mk.’ 
xvi. 9) is related by Jo. to have 
stood by the Cross. On Magdala 


see xv. 39. Mary the mother of 
James (Mk. ‘Jax. rod puxpot ‘the 
little’) and Joseph (Mk. *Iwojros) : 
one of the Twelve was James, son 
of Alphaeus (Bon, so & sin), and 
in Jo. a woman who stood by the 
Cross was Mary the wife of Clopas. 
Hence some explain Clopas as a Gk. 
form of Halphai, and identify the 
mother of James with the wife of 
Clopas. Of Joseph (Joses) nothing 
is known; there is no evidence that 


' James and Joseph were tke Lord’s 


brothers named in xiii, 55. The 
mother of the sons of Zebedee (see 
xx. 20): Mk. has Salome. Since 
Jo. mentions a third woman at the 
Cross, ‘His mother’s sister, her 
identification with Salome is possible. 


57-61. (Mk. xv. 42-47, Lk. xxiii. 
50-56, Jo. xix. 38-42.) ‘THE 
DESCENT FROM THE Cross. THE 
BuRIAL. 


57. dias xtA.] Just before 6 
P.M., at which time the Sabbath 
would begin. Mt. omits Mk.’s érel jv 
Tapackevy, 6 €or tpordB Baroy as 
unnecessary for Jewish readers. Lk. 
inserts at a later point (v. 54) kal © 
Hepa Hv mapackevys, Kal cd BBarov 
érepworev (on the verb see xxviii. 1). 
The Jewish authorities would not 
have wished the bodies to remain 
on the Cross on the Sabbath, and 
Pilate knew their scruples. Jo. 
(xix. 31-34) describes the prepara- 
tions already made with a view to 
their removal. Cf. Gosp. Pet. ‘And 
Herod said, Brother Pilate, even if 
none had asked for Him we should 
bury Him, since the Sabbath is 
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drawing on (émidpwoxet); for it is would not be difficult for a Jew in 
written in the Law that the sun a high position; Gosp. Pet. even 
must not set on one that is slain’; calls him ‘the friend of Pilate and 
see Jos. BJ. Iv. v. 2. of the Lord.’ But it needed real 
moves KTX.] Mk. evoxyjpwv bravery to disregard the scorn of his 
BovAevris, Lk. BovAeuris trdpywv, fellow Jews.  Mt., Lk., either for 
kal avnp dyads kai Sikacos. Mt. brevity or avoiding it for some reason, 
expresses the aspect in which a person omit Mk.’s account of Pilate’s wonder 
of good social rank (cf. Ac. xiii. 50, that Jesus was already dead and of 
Xvij. I2) appeared to the popular his enquiry of the fact from the 
mind ; or possibly he was influenced centurion. Possibly it was a later 
by Is. liii. 9. Inomitting BovAevrjs addition in Mk., but it is difficult 
he may have shrunk from recording to see any reason for the inter- 
that a disciple was a member of the polation. 
Sanhedrin (if that is the meaning). tote KTA.] Mk. wpjoaro 7d 
Arimathaea is identified in the Ono- mropa to "lwond, ‘he (graciously) 
mast. with the city of Elkanah in made a present of the corpse to J.’ 
Ephraim (1 Regn. i. 1, “Apyafdus Mt. avoids both the verb and the 
Lepd [wip]; but Eus. places it subst. (see Swete); Lk. omits the 
near Diospolis (Lydda) ; cf. 1 Macc. clause. In Gosp. Pet. Joseph makes 
xi. 34. It wasJoseph’s native town, his request at the time of the trial, 
but he now owned land, and prob- ‘realizing that they were about to 
ably lived, at Jerusalem. crucify Him’; and, to throw the 
ds kal atrés xTX.] He, as well responsibility on the Jews, Pilate is 
as the women, had become a dis- made to ask Herod for the body. 
ciple. The vl. euabyrevoey means 59. kal AaBdv xTrA.] Mk, Lk. 
“he was a disciple’ (see on xiii. 52); «aGeAdv, the usual word in this 
ef. Jo. xix. 38, where is added ‘but connexion (see Swete). Gosp. Pet. 
in secret for fear of the Jews.’ ‘And then they drew out the nails 
According to Lk. he had already from the hands of the Lord, and 
dissented from their action; but laid Him upon the earth; and the 
now he boldly Lx. toApjoas) whole earth was shaken, and there 
avowed himself. He had been pres was great fear. Then the sun shone 
disposed to the preaching of the out, and the ninth hour was reached 
Kingdom: Mk. Lk. ds x. adt. fv  (evpéOn)? — evervAvEev ato: so Lk. 
mpoadexdpevos [mrpooedéxeto] tHv Mk. dyopdéoas (see on xxvi. 17) 
actAetav Tov Oeod. owddova KabeAov adtov évetAnoev 
58. obros xtA.] Mk. toApjoas ty civddv, correcting, by the mase. 
cionAGev. The bodies of criminals pronoun, the impression produced by 
were sometimes given to their friends mrdpo. (cf. Mt. xiv. 12). Gosp. Pet., 
for burial; and to approach Pilate ‘And he took the Lord, and bathed 
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and wrapped [Him] in linen’ Mt. 
alone reverentially adds ka@apd. Jo. 
adds that Nicodemus brought ‘a roll 
(EAtypa, v.l. piypa ‘a mixture’) 
of 100 litres of myrrh and aloe,’ 
and that the two men ‘bound the 
body with napkins together with 
the spices.” Mk., Lk. relate that 
the women brought spices after the 
Sabbath was over. If both narra- 
tives are accurate, the women either 
desired to add more spices externally 
(Swete), or did not know of the 
action of Nicodemus. But Mk., Lk. 
seem rather to imply that the women 
wished to rectify an omission, Joseph 
having used no spices in the hurried. 
and temporary disposal of the sacred 
body. 

60. Kat €Onkey avTé KtrX.] Mk, 
Lk. airév. The tomb is spoken of 
as well known in Christian tradition 
(TO... pvnp.); Mk, Lk. ev pvjpare. 
In Mt. Jo. xauv@ emphasizes the 
fitness of the tomb for its high 
purpose ; Lk. 0 ov« jv ovdels ovdéerw 
keiwevos (cf. Mk. xi. 2, Lk, xix. 30). 
It was, as often in Jerusalem, cut out 
of the rock. Lk. Aafevrw (cf. Deut. 
iv. 49) means that it was made of 
hewn stone, which is much less prob- 
able. For the late word Aaropety 
Chelsrxxaiet 6; 

Kat mporkvAicas KTA.] péyay is 
derived from Mk. xvi. 4, jv yap 
péyas opddpa. Lk, does not mention 
the stone till the women found it 
rolled away (xxiv. 2) D¥#c sah in 
Lk. give here the Homer-like addi- 
tion, ‘and when he had laid Him 
(c postto eo), he placed at the tomb 
a stone which twenty (men) could 
scarce roll.’ In Gosp. Pet. the stone 


is placed by all who were there (i.e. 
Elders and Scribes) with the centurion 
and soldiers. The probable appear- 
ance of the stone is shewn by a 
picture in Latham’s The Risen Master. 
Since the burial had to be hurriedly 
carried out because the Sabbath had 
almost begun, this was probably 
intended only as a temporary resting- 
place. Lk. adds, ‘And it was Pre- 
paration day, and Sabbath drew on 
(erépwoev)’; and Jo. states that 
the tomb was in a garden ‘in the 
place (te. close to) where He was 
crucified’; ‘there, then, they laid 
Jesus on account of the Preparation of 
the Jews, because the tomb was near.’ 

61. Hv 8€ eet tA.) ‘The other 
Mary’ (as in xxviii. 1): Mk. ‘Mary 
the [mother] of Joses’ (Mk. xvi. I 
‘of James, xv. 40 ‘of James the 
Little and Joses’); Lk. ‘women who 
had come with Him from Galilee’ (as 
in v. 49, Mt. 55), their names not 
being given till xxiv. 10. Lake 
suggests the complicated explanation 
that Mk. originally had no names of 
women, that Mt. represents a second 
edition of Mk., and the present text 
of Mk. is a third. 

They sat watching till the last 
offices were ended; Mk.: eOeépovv ov 
TéOevrau, and Lk. similarly. Gosp. Pet. 
relates that Peter and his companions 
‘fasted and sat mourning and weeping 
night and day until the Sabbath’ (see 
xxvii. 7). On amevavrTs see M.-M. 
Vocab. s.v. The use of tdpos here 
and in xxviii. 1 is probably due to 
the influence of the inserted section, 
vv, 62-66 ; elsewhere in the Gospp. 
the Lord’s tomb is always pvynpetov 


or pynpa. 
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TOV vEeKpO”, 
THS mpetns.  e&py 
62-66. (Mt. only.) THE Guarp- 
ING OF THE GRAVE. 

The verses probably belong to the 
same circle of traditions connected 
with Pilate as wv. 19, 24 f., xxviii. 
11-15, which throw additional dis- 
credit on the Jews. The following 
words are not found elsewhere in 
the Gospp.; rAdvos, rAdvy, dopadi- 
(ev, Kovetwdia, oppayifev; on 
Taos see above. 1% émavpiov is 
confined to Jo., Ac. (except Mk. xi. 
12). 

62. ty Se eradvpiov xtXr.] mapa- 
oKevy came to be used as the name 
of the day Friday, or, more strictly, of 
the period from 3 to 6 p.m. on Friday; 


ef. Jos, Ant. xvi. vi. 2, Did. 8 
(quoted by Swete). Later Jews 
called it SMIW ‘the Eve’ ‘The 


day after Friday’ sounds as though the 
writer of the section was repudiating 
the Jewish Sabbath. cuvjyOnoav 
xTA.: the historicity of the verses 
is very questionable ; the high priests 
and Pharisees would not, on a Sabbath 
and a high festival, take any such 
action, especially if it brought them 
into contact with a pagan. 

63. Kvpte KTA.] mAdvos: cf. Jo. 
vil. 12, 47, Just. Dial. 108, aipecis 
TL ices kat d.Vo[Los eynyepra aro 
*Inoot =rivos TadsAatov mAdvov. 
Instead of Mt’s usual ‘on the third 
day’ (xvi. 21, xvii. 23, xx. 19), the 
writer of the section says ‘after the 
third day.’ Nothing is recorded in 
the synn. by which the predictions 


kal éota, 1) éaxydtn Addn 
avtois o TlesAadtos “Kyere 
of the Lord’s resurrection could have 
reached the ears of the Jewish 
authorities, except the words in xii. 
40 (see note). They did not interpret 
symbolically the saying in xxvi. 61. 

64. KéAevrov ktA.] By the third 
day (on which, according to popular 
belief, dissolution began, and the 
soul finally departed from proximity 
to the body) not only would the 
Deceiver’s prediction have proved 
false, but the Jews in general would 
know that it had, so that the dis- 
ciples could not then practise their 
fraud. “The whole sentence assumes 
that the prediction about the third 
day was widely known. The passage 
arose as an attempt of Christians to 
silence the report that the disciples 
had stolen the body (xxviii. 15), by 
shewing that the religious authorities 
had deliberately, and falsely, set it 
in motion. But the report, long- 
lived in Jewish circles, is valuable 
evidence that Jews, no less than 
Christians, were convinced that the 
Resurrection involved an empty grave. 
‘The last error’ would be the belief 
in the resurrection of Jesus, ‘the 
first’ the belief in His Messiahship. 
On kedevery with the pass. see Blass, 
§ 69. 8, and on éryarTos and mpéros 
for comparatives td. § 11. 5. For 
dad T. vexpov see xiv. 2. 

65. épn xTA,] Since the guard 
was of Roman soldiers, not temple 
police, as is shewn by the necessity 
of asking Pilate for it, and by xxviii. 
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II-I5, €xere is not indic. (Engl. 
versions (except Tyndale) ‘ye have, 
Vulg. habetis) but imper. Tynd. 
‘take watche men’; cf. 2 Tim. i. 13. 
koveTwoia, a latinism, occurs in a 
papyrus of A.D. 22 (Ox. ii, 294. 20), 
and was adopted by later Jews 
(Krauss, Lehnwérter, ii. 515). The 
curt permission to Jews whom he 
despised is suitable in the mouth of 
the Roman official For oidare cf. 
Sab Ae 
66. of 8€ xrAJ The sealing 
recalls Dan. vi 17. A cord, with 
its ends fastened by seals to the 
stone and the rock, would answer 
the purpose. pera T. Kover. is not 
to be taken closely with jyodadi- 
oavro; it describes, somewhat loosely, 
the second means for making the 
grave sure. Gosp. Pet. expresses the 
extremest caution by ‘seven seals’ ; 
it treats of the incident at some 
length: the Scribes and Pharisees, 
being afraid because all the people 
(6 Aads) were mourning, and saying 
that if such signs accompanied the 
death of Jesus how righteous He 
must have been, asked Pilate for 
soldiers to guard the tomb for three 
days (ért tpeis nuépas), ‘lest His 
disciples come and steal Him, and 
the people suppose that He is risen 
from the dead, and they do us harm.’ 
So Pilate gave them Petronius the 
centurion with soldiers. And Elders 
and Scribes went with them to the 
grave (rdos); and with the centurion 
and soldiers and all who were there 
rolled a great stone and set it at the 
door of the tomb (uvjjparos) And 
they sealed it (éréypurav) with seven 
seals, and pitched a tent there, and 


watched. And when the morning 
of the Sabbath dawned, a multitude 
from Jerusalem and the surrounding 
country came to see the tomb with 
its seals (eoppaywrpévov).’ 


xxvii. I-8. (Mk. xvi. 1-8, Lk. 
XXiv. I-11; cf. Jo. xx. 1.) THE 
WoMEN AT THE Toms. 


1. ove b€ caBBdrwv xrA.] The 
meaning is probably ‘late on the 
Sabbath, which finds parallels in 
papyri (Moulton, i. 72). Ssin has 
‘On the evening of the Sabbath,’ 
XL vespere Sabbati. Blass (§ 35. 4) 
explains it as equivalent to ‘after 
the Sabbath.” Whichever is correct, 
Mt. cannot intend to denote Sun- 
day morning, but refers loosely to 
Saturday evening. And the next 
expression must have the same force : 
éripdokev does not imply that sun- 
light was beginning; in Lk. xxiii. 
54 it is used in connexion with the 
time of the Burial on Friday evening 
(similarly Gosp. Pet., quoted at v. 
57), and before the women returned 
to prepare spices. It corresponds 
with the Aram. 43, and means the 
‘drawing on,’ the ‘beginning,’ of 
the next (Jewish) day. In Gosp. 
Pet. ix. 34 it occurs again, in- 
accurately, with reference to Saturday 
morning: mpwias S€ érupdoKovTos 
tov oaBBdrov. See Turner, JTAS. 
xv. 188 ff., and Burkitt, ad. xv. 538— 
46, xvi. 79. 

Mk. relates that the women bought 
spices duayevouevov tov caPdrov, 
i.e. after 6 P.M. on Saturday. It 
was then too dark for the anointing, 
so they waited till the early morning ; 
‘very early (Aéay pw) on the first 
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day of the week they come to the 
tomb at sunrise’ (avateiAavtos Tov 
nAtov, a timeless partcp.), where the 
aor., if strictly temporal, would be 
inconsistent with Aiavy mpwi ; hence 
the correction in D, avaréAXovros. 
Lk. has spoken (xxiii. 56) of the 
women preparing, not buying, spices 
on Friday evening, and resting on 
the Sabbath; he now relates that 
they arrived on the first day of 
the week dpOpov Babéws. At what 
hour he reckoned the day to begin 
is uncertain, but his note of time is 
clearly equivalent to Mk.’s Aéay 
mpwi. Jo. has mpwi oxorias ere 
ovens. 

Mt.’s note of time corresponds 
formally with Mk.’s duayevopévov Tov 
caBBarov, but actually with his A‘av 
mpwi, since he substitutes Oewpnras 
Tov tapov for the anointing, because 
the latter, according to his account, 
would be impossible owing to the 
guard and the seal. He apparently 
reckons the days according:to the 
Roman not the Jewish method, and 
thus in wording though not in in- 
tention represents the arrival of the 
women, and therefore the Resurrec- 
tion, as occurring on Saturday 


evening. 1 &AAn Mapia : see xxvii. . 


61. Mk. here adds kat Zara. 
2-4. kat idov xrA.] This tradi- 
tion is similar in character to that 
in xxvii. 51b; but three details 
shew a dependence on Mk.: the 
presence of an angel, his white vesture, 
and the rolling away of the stone. 
Mk. relates that the women asked 


one another who should roll away. 
the stone for them, but found it 
already rolled away. ‘And entering 

into the tomb (eiveAPotoa, B 127 

éAGovoat) they saw a young man 

sitting on the right hand clothed in 
a white robe, and they were utterly 

amazed.’ (The reading of B is 

probably a harmonization with Mt., 

where the women could not enter 

the tomb because of the - guard.) 

Their amazement, before he spoke, 

shews that the young man was not 

an ordinary mortal. Mt. describes 

him as ‘angel of the Lord, an O.T. 

expression elsewhere in the synn. 

confined to the narratives of the 
Nativity (Mt. Lk.). In Lk., the 

women found the stone rolled away, 

‘and entering they found not the 

body of the Lord Jesus.’ And while 

they were perplexed at this, two men 

came upon them (éeréornoay atrtois, 

ef. Lk. ii. 9) in flashing vesture. (On ~ 
the angels see Lake, The Resurrection 

of Jesus Christ, 280 ff.) 

If the rolling away of the stone 
is an historical fact, the explanation - 
that ‘it was not to let the Lord out 
but to let the women in’ is the only 
possible ; it was divinely permitted 
in order gradually to prepare the 
minds of those who were to see the 
Lord. But, like the appearance of 
the angel, or angels, and the earth- 
quake, it is in no way necessary for 
a full belief in the Resurrection, the 
truth of which does not depend upon 
the form which the narratives. took 
in the growth of Christian tradition. 
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5, 6. amoxpiOeis xrX.] On the 
partep. see xi. 25. duets is emphatic: 
the soldiers have shewn fear, but 
you need not. Mk’s riv Nafapynvov 
-is omitted after “Incovv; see on xx. 
30. KaOas eirev, added by Mt., 
refers to the predictions recorded in 
MGlgeAO, XVI. 21, XVII. O, 23, XXV1 
32, which are assumed to have been 
known to all the Lord’s followers. 
Lk. gives the words of the prediction 
adding ‘and they remembered His 
words,’ devre is added by Mt. 
because the women were standing at 
a distance owing to the presence of 
the guard. éxe?ro rightly interprets 
Mk/’s impersonal «Onkav (MK. xv. 
46 has related that Joseph alone 
€Onxev adrdv). Lk.’s ‘why seek 
ye the living with the dead?’ is 
perhaps an allusion to Is. viii. 19. 

Only a Iudicrous disregard of the 
intense conviction of the evangg. can 
explain ‘He is not here; see the 
place where they laid Him’ as 
meaning that the women had come 
by mistake to the wrong tomb, and 
that though Jesus had ‘risen,’ His 
body was still where it was laid. _ 

7. kat Taxd kTA.| The command 
shews that, according to both Mt. 
and Mk., the disciples had not yet 
left Jerusalem, for they cannot have 
represented the angel as enjoining 
something which he knew to be im- 
possible; and the women could not re- 
count the words idod mpodyer KT. to 
the disciples if the latter were already 
in Galilee. They were to tell them 
that they would find Him in Galilee 


when they arrived. This had been 
predicted in xxvi. 32 (see note), to 
which Mk. here refers by kxa0ds 
etrev dyiv ; but Mt. having already 
written kaOos eirev in v. 6 here 
makes the angel say idod elroy tiv 
(unless efzrov, as is very probable, was 
an early mistake for efrev). The 
supposition, therefore, of some modern 
writers that the disciples had already 
fled to Galilee (see on xxvi. 56) has no 
foundation. Beyschlag rightly points 
out the improbability of the men 
going home leaving the women (one 
of whom was the mother of an 
apostle) to undertake the journey by 
themselves. .If the prediction. to 
which the angel refers is not genuine, 
and no message respecting Galilee 
reached the disciples, they must still 
have returned to their homes in the 
ordinary. course at the end of the 
festival (as Gosp. Pet. relates) ; and 
before they did so, there was time 
for some appearances of Christ in 
Jerusalem. The synoptic dating of 
the Resurrection, not only in predic- 
tion but in fact, on the third day, 
assumes at least one appearance in 
Jerusalem, for the date must be that 
of an appearance, and the disciples 
could not have reached Galilee, a 
journey of some 60 miles, by Sunday 
morning. Lk, who relates no 
Galilean appearances, alters the 
message to words which éAdAnoev 
tpiv ere Ov ev tH Tadtdaig (see 
Add. n.). Tothe command to tell the 
disciples Mk. adds, as though by an 
afterthought, cai tO Ilérpw. If he 
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was ‘leading up either to an appear- 
ance to him [Peter] separately, or to 
one in which he played an important 
part’ (Lake), it is strange that Mt., 
who often gives prominence to Peter, 
should have omitted the words. It 
is difficult, in any case, to see his 
reason for omitting them. They 
were perhaps a later addition in Mk., 
by one who knew of an appearance to 
Peter (cf. 1 Cor. xv. 5, and perhaps 
LK, xxiv. 34). 


8. kal dreAPotoo. xtA.| They 
obeyed the injunction taxd mopev- 
Ootoa. Mk’s é£eAPotoas corre- 
sponds with ciceAPovoa: above (see 
v. 2 ff.). Mt. substitutes ‘fear and 
great joy’ for Mk.’s tpdpos kal 
éxotacis. Lk. omits all expression 
of their feelings. 

épayov xTA.] Lk. states as a 
fact that they declared all these 
things to the Eleven and to all the 
rest. Mk. ends with the mutilated 
sentence kal ovdevi ovdey elray, 
epoBotvTo yap Lake supplies 
the gap with ‘for they were afraid 
of the Jews, or something similar. 
But he explains (1) that they did 
not tell the disciples, (2) that they 
could not tell them because they 
could not find them. But if the 
latter is true, it was not fear of the 
Jews that kept them silent, and 
époBotvro yap becomes meaningless. 
If the former is true, the words 
clearly imply that they could have 
told them had they not been afraid, 
and therefore the disciples were still 
in Jerusalem. But to tell them in 
secret the wonderful news was not 
an action that fear of the Jews would 
have prevented. It is quite as likely 
that the sentence ran époBotrrTo yap 
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poBov péyay (cf. Mk. iv. 41), which 
Mt. alters to peta PdGov Kat xapas 
peyadyns. Nothing but the improb- 
able supposition that the disciples 
had fled, or at least hidden, leaving 
their women far from home, unpro- 
tected and in danger, requires ovdevi 
ovdev etrov to mean that they did 
not do what Mt. and LK. relate that 
they did. It is perfectly reasonable 
to suppose that it means that they 
said nothing to anyone on the road 
because they were in a condition of 
terror, and that Mk. originally went 
on to relate that on reaching the 
city they told the disciples. Cf. 
Mk. i. 44, where the leper is en- 
joined dpa pndevi pndev etrns, but 
to shew himself to the priest ‘for a 
witness unto them’ (see on Mt. viii. 
4). Their silence on the road was 
omitted by Mt. and Lk. as unessential. 
Mk.’s account of ‘a young man 
clothed in a white robe’ who caused 
the women a terrified amazement, is 
clearly that of an angel; and it is 
difficult to think that he related a 
flat disobedience to the angelic 
command on the part of the holy 
women, : 


9, 10. (Mt. only.) An APPEARANCE 
oF CHRIST TO THE WoMEN. 

g. kat i8od xrA.] This incident 
is probably a late addition. The 
Lord’s encouragement to the women 
(related only by Mt.) cannot have 
been due to their silence from fear 
(related only by Mk.). He enjoins 
them not to be afraid, though they — 
shew no sign of fear when they see 
Him, and to go and tell His disciples, 
though they are already on the way 
to do so. His words repeat pi 
goBeicGe (v. 5), and the angel’s 
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injunction (v. 7). The narrative 
appears to be a doublet of wv. 5-7, 
containing a later tradition in which 
the ‘young man’ (Mk.) was thought 
of as the Lord Himself. Allen thinks 
that Mk.’s lost ending, which was 
known to Mt., contained an account 


parallel to these verses: that Jesus’ 


met and encouraged the women, dis- 
pelling their fear which made them 


tell no one; that Mt. hasaltered oddevt 


ovdev efray, “and then has continued 
with the appearance of Christ with- 
out noticing that the clause ‘they 
‘told no one etc.’ is necessary to ex- 
plain the appearance.” But, even if 
Mt. could have made such a slip, 
the clause does not explain the 
appearance, for the women, while 
still on the road, had had no oppor- 
tunity of telling the disciples. To 
explain the appearance, Mk, should 
have related that Jesus knew that 
their fear would prevent them when 
they reached the city from telling the 
disciples. The explanation that 
Mt., with no assignable reason, trans- 
posed the words ‘ran to tell His 
disciples’ from their true place at 
the end of v. 10 (Sparrow Simpson) 
is a counsel of despair. 


_ éxparnoav kth] In Lk. xxiv. 39, 
[40], Jo. xx. 20, 27 contact with 
the Lord’s bodily frame is a help 
to faith, a thought which does not 


Oi pabntat avtod vuKcros édXOdvtes 
x” \ Lal 
éxdelray avTov nudv Kormopévov' 


Kal é€ay axovobn todTo 14 


seem to be present here; the women 
accept the truth instantly, and 
cling with reverent love. Nor are 
they forbidden to do so; contrast Jo. 
xx. 17, where, moreover, the charge 
to tell ‘My brethren’ is given to 
Mary Magdalenealone. 1. adeAdois 
pov (cf. xxv. 40) implies the con- 
tinued humanity of the risen Christ. 
iva ameA@Gow xtd. shews how 
Christian tradition interpreted zpo- 
a€o tuas eis tHv TadwAaiay. 

11-15. (Mt. only.) Tue Bripine 
OF THE SOLDIERS. 

II. mopevopevwv Ktd.] A con- 
tinuation of the tradition in xxvii. 
62-66, xxviii 4. The guard had 
been placed at the disposal of the 
Sanhedrin, and therefore reported the 
events to the chief priests. Gosp. Pet. 
has ‘ they hastened by night to Pilate.’ 

12, kal ovvaxGevres xtX.] On 
oupB. AapBdvew see xii. 14. The 
plur. dpyvpia is found elsewhere 
(except xxv. 27, where the reading 
is doubtful) only in Mt.’s account of 
the compact made with Judas (xxvi. 
15, xxvii. 3, 5 f., 9); the Sanhedrin 
now make an equally cowardly com- 
pact with the soldiers. The plur. 
of txavés in this sense is elsewhere 
confined to Lk., Ac. and 1 Cor. xi. 30. 

14. kal édv xtA.] éé (corrected 
in some MSS. to wd) implies an 
accusation against the soldiers ‘ before 
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the court of’ Pilate; cf. ME. xiii. 9, 
Ac, xxiv. 19 f, xxv. 9, 26. That 
Pilate could have been persuaded to 
overlook such a breach of discipline 
is very unlikely. Still more so the 
statement in Gosp. Pet.: ‘Pilate 
therefore commanded the centurion 
and soldiers to say nothing”  dyepi- 
pvovs: cf. 1 Cor. yi. 32. It is 
perhaps hardly as strong as ‘free 
from anxiety.’ ‘ We will relieve you 
from further trouble in the matter.’ 
See M.-M. Vocab. s.v. 

15. Kat SuepnpicOn xtA.] This 
fact gave rise to the narrative (see 
on xxvii. 63). Just. Dial. 108 
accuses the Jews of charging the 
disciples with the theft; and ef. 
Tert. De Spect. 30 (quoted by Allen). 
*Tovéaious (D alone has rots) is not 


‘some Jews, but Jews as a class, ° 


distinct from Christians; cf. Jo. iv. 
g, Ac. xi. 19. In the synn. this 
use of the word is found only in 
Mk. vii. 3 (an editorial note). For 
the class. T. o7jpepov nuépas cf. Ac, 
xx. 26, Rom. xi. 8. 


16, 17. AN APPEARANCE OF 
CHRIST IN GALILEE. 


sv ted 


16, 17. ot dé &vdexa xrr.] Here 
are two noticeable points: (1) The 
sudden mention of ‘the mountain’ 
is independent of vv. 7, 10, xxvi. 32, 
and the departure to Galilee is there- 
fore not a mere inference from those 
passages. (2) of O€ eStoracav. 
This does not mean ‘some of the 
Eleven,’ which would have been ex- 
pressed differently. All the Eleven 
worshipped, while ‘others’ (see on xxvi. 
67) doubted. Some facts evidently 


underlie the narrative, and they may 
have stood in Mk’s lost ending. 
Lk. relates that the women were 
bidden to report everything ‘to the 
Eleven and to all the rest,’ and that 
they disbelieved them. Mt. as he 
has done elsewhere, would avoid 
this as derogatory to the disciples ;- 
and he is very unlikely to have re- 
corded the disbelief of some of the 
Eleven at the last moment. That 
he recorded it of any of the Lord’s 
followers is in favour of the genuine- 
ness of the tradition. Allen may 
be right in conjecturing that Mk. 
related the disbelief of the Eleven 
(as Lk.), that the Lord appeared to 
them in Jerusalem so that their dis- 
belief- vanished, and that He then 
appointed a mountain in Galilee 
where He would meet them. With 
them went others of His followers ; 
the Eleven, already convinced, wor- 
shipped, while the others, who had 
not yet seen Him, doubted. While 
the evidence of language is indecisive, 
there is,as Allen shews, nothing which 
forbids the passage to be based on 
Mk. o8 érdfaro: ubi constituerat ; 
not ‘where He had given them 
commands,’ ¢¢, in the Sermon on 
the Mount (B. Weiss). For the verb 
ef. 2 Regn. xx. 5. For dude 
Ch Ravens te 


18-20, THE Last Commanp. 

It cannot be determined whether 
these verses have a Marcan basis; 
they contain, like w. 9 f, 16f., 
Matthean, but no Marcan, traits of 
language; but that alone is not 
decisive. As to their genuineness, 


XXVIII. 19] THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


? \ 
eis Tv Ladinalay els TO 


435 


yy © > 4 > lal ig 
Opos ov étaEaTo avtois oO 


> fol »O/ ou h 
Inoots, cal iSdvres adtov mpocexuyvnoav, of S& edlctacay. 17 


\ \ e By a a 
kal mpocedOav 0 “Inaods éXdAncev aitois Aéyor 
a > / fol a 
Hot Taca éfoucia év ovpav@e Kai éml Ths yis' 


*Ed00n 18 


mopevbévtes. 19 


S 4 / 
ovv padnrevoate Tavta ta eOvn, Barrilovres adtovs eis TO 


19 ow] BAIT 1 33 al.pauc ce f ff! g'q vg Spesh.hel.pal arm aeth; yw D 
HLabhmn; om NAE etc minn. mu Tert Cyp Or al mu | Bawrifovres] NA al minn; 


‘Bamrricavres BD 


the divine claims made by Christ in 
v. 18 b, 20 b cause no difficulty, but 
they are closely connected with »v. 
19 which presents considerable diffi- 
culty ; and the section must probably 
be regarded as the expression by 
the evang. of truths which the 
Church learnt as a result of the 
Resurrection, and on which it still 
‘rests its faith, 

18, €606n xtA.] His eovola 
during His earthly life had been 
preate (vil. 20, xxi. 23 £5, cf. xi. 
27), but now it is limitless—the 
fulfilment of the vision in Dan. vii. 
14 (LXX., kal €660y attd efovela 

. kal mavra, Ta €Ovn THS yns Kara, 
yévn kal maca Sdééa ait Aatped- 
ovoa). For the thought cf. Phil. ii. 
9 ff. With év ovpavy x. ert yijs cf. 
vi. 10; the consummation for which 
the disciples had been taught to pray 
was potentially reached by the 
Resurrection. €600 may be a time- 
less aor., or may refer to the im- 
mediate past, ae. to the Resurrection 
(see Moulton, i. 134 ff). 

19. mopevOevres ody kTA.] Even 
if otv be omitted the command is 
based upon the preceding words. 
The omission was probably due to 
the frequent use of the verse as an 
isolated text. The Lord is no longer 
‘sent to the lost sheep of the house 
of Israel ;’ His authority being now 
limitless, all nations are to become 
His disciples. On paOnrevew see 
xiii. 52; it is not ‘instruct’ (Vulg. 
docete), but describes a comprehensive 


duty of which Barrifev and 8.da- 
oxetv each form a part. The 
evangelizing of all nations was spoken 
of in xxiv. 14. But the difficulty 
there caused by the words is greater, 
if possible, in the present passage. 
If the risen Lord commanded it in 
one of His latest utterances, the 
action of the apostles with reference 
to the Gentiles (see eg. Gal. ii. 9, 
Ac, x. xi. 1-18) is inexplicable. The 
admission of Gentiles to the Jewish 
religion is an expectation found, of 
course, in the O.T. But that their 
admission into the Jewish-Christian 
Church was something quite different 
is shewn by the glad surprise ex- 
pressed that God had ‘given to the 
Gentiles also repentance unto life’ 
(Ac. xi. 18). Nor is there a hint in 
Acts or Epistles that when the first 
apostles confined themselves to 
Jews, while recognizing S. Paul as 
the apostle of the Gentiles, it was 
because of their ‘reluctance to 
undertake spiritual responsibilities ’ 
(Sparrow Simpson, Resurr. and Mod. 
Thought, 260). The universality of 
the Christian message was soon learnt, 
largely by the spiritual experiences 
of S. Paul, which were authoritative 
for the Church. And once learnt, 
they were early assigned to a direct 
command of Christ. It is impossible 
to maintain that everything which 
goes to constitute even the essence 
of Christianity must necessarily be 
traceable to explicit words of Jesus. 
Barrifovres avtovs] The pres. 
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partcp. expresses, like d:8doKovres, a 
continuous activity ; each forms part 
of a continuous paOnreverv. The 
vl. Barricavres refers to the several 
acts of administering the rite to 
individuals (adrovs) ; ‘make them 
disciples by baptizing them, and con- 
tinue the process by teaching them.’ 

eis 7d dvoua KTA.] In © (in 
nomine) this is identified with év 
(and émi) r@ dvdmate; so Blass. It 
is true that év and eis are often 
interchanged in late Gk., but Heit- 
miiller (Im Namen Jesw) is pro- 
bably right in distinguishing the 
expressions. eis Td dvoud Tuvos (not 
in Lxx., except with a different 
force in 2 Mac. viii. 4; cf. however 
3 Mac. ii. 9) is frequent in hellen. 
inscriptions and papyri, with a 
financial meaning : a sum of money 
is paid ‘to the account of some one,’ 
in one case €£ dvdéuaros of one woman, 
eis dvoua of another. Soldiers are 
said d6uvivar eis 7d dvopa Ards 
tyiorov (Herodian): they swore 
themselves ‘into the possession of’ 
the God. In Epiph. xxxviii. 8 
pseudonymous writings are said to be 
written eis dvoya of biblical char- 
acters. Similarly here: ‘baptizing 
them so that they are entered as 
the possession of the Father,’ etc. 
CREA Ville Oy xix. 5 ore COrmmemlss 
15. An extension of this is seen in 
Rom. vi. 3, 1 Cor. x. 2, xil. 13, Gal. 
iii. 27, where Barrie eis expresses 
the act whereby a mystical union is 
produced. 

Quite different is the meaning of 
év (ert) ro dvouati, €& (&X Tov) 
ovouatos, ér dvduatos, and ‘ro 
ovopart, Class. Gk. has a few jh- 
stances of émi rt. ov., but év tr. ov. 
with the name of a person has not 
been discovered outside bibl. Gk. 
The simple dat. is instrumental, and 
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the others express ‘the title, cate- 
gory, ground, under—or with respect 
to— which something happens.’ 
Heitmiiller thus explains all the 
instances as ultimately involving 
an appeal to, or invocation of, a name. 
ev or emi c. dat. occurs 47 times in 
the N.T., of which 37 are with the 
name of Jesus, and 7 of God. In 
connexion with Baptism cf. Ac. ii. 
38, x. 48. 

Mt.’s expression occurs in Doctr. 
of Addai (Burkitt, Ev. da Meph. i. 
173), Iren* 11. xvii. 1, Tert. De 
Bapt. xiii., De Praeser. vit. xx., Ded. 
vii. 1 (in ix. 4 of Barri Oéevtes eis 
évopa, kupiov),and thrice in Eus.: Ep. 
Caes. (ap. Socr. H.E. 1. viii. 38), ¢. 
Mare. Anc. i. 1, Theol. Eccl. iii. § (the 
last two being in his latest works, and 
the first perhaps due to Socr.). But 
Eus. very frequently in his earlier 
works writes as though he knew a 
text mopevOevres pantevoate TavTa 
Ta €Ovyn ev TH dvopuari pov, diddo- 
kovtes kTA, The passages are cited by 
Conybeare, ZNW., 1901, 275 ff.; and 
see Hibbert Journ., Oct. 1902. This, 
together with the fact that the three- 
fold Name does not occur in con- 
nexion with baptism elsewhere in 
the N.T., leads Conybeare and others 
to conjecture that Eus. preserves the 
original reading. (Just. Apol. i. 61 
has é7’ dvduaros of baptism in the 
threefold Name, but in Tryph. 39 
Twas pabyrevopevors eis Td dvopa 
tod Xpwrrov avdrov). 

But the threefold Name does not 
in itself point to a late date for the 
passage. Jesus spoke of ‘the Father’ 
and ‘the Son’ (xi. 27, Mk. xiii. 
32), and ‘the Holy Spirit’ was an 
O.T. expression. 8. Paul frequently 
brings the Three into juxtaposition ; 
eg. 1 Cor. xii. 4 ff., 2 Cor. xiii. 14, 
Gal. iv. 6; and cf. 1 Pet. i. 2. The 
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év 7. dvduari pov of Eus. is also based 
upon early usage. If, then, the con- 
ceptions implied in both expressions 
are early, there is no reason for 
supposing that a liturgical expansion 
was introduced into the text later 
than Mt., and for preferring the 
evidence of Eus. to that of all the 
MSS. and versions ($ sin.cur are 
wanting). Eus., in quoting Mt., may 
have been influenced by Lk. xxiv. 47, 
where baptism is not mentioned. 
Conybeare suggests that the latter 
‘has the air of being a remaniement 
of the Eusebian text of Mt.’; but it 
is quite as probable that Mt., in the 
ordinary text, gives an interpretation 
of a traditional saying preserved 
differently in Lk. The thought of 
baptism, suggested by the words 
‘repentance for remission of sins’ 
in Lk.’s passage (cf. Mk. i. 4, Lk. 
iii. 3), was more likely to have 
been added by Mt. than omitted by 
Lk. It is probable, not that Mt.’s 
text is unsound, but that the whole 
clause is due to him, and that the 
Lord did not at this point command 
the rite of baptism. Jo. iv. 1, 2 
may preserve a genuine tradition 
that the Twelve baptized during His 
lifetime. But that He commanded 
it before His death is in any case 
extremely probable, since it best 
accounts for the early and universal 
use of the rite in the Church, in 
spite of two considerations which 
might otherwise have led to its 


avoidance: (1) it was a Jewish 
custom (see Add. n. p. 33), which 
the Church might have shunned, 
together with circumcision, when 
Gentiles were admitted ; (2) John the 
Baptist had explicitly drawn a con- 
trast between his water-baptism and 
the higher Spirit-baptism. The 
validity of the rite is far from being 
annulled if the present passage was 
not an utterance of the risen Christ. 
20, diddoKovres KTA.] mavTa, are 
all the moral commands given to the 
disciples, z.e. Christ’s ‘fulfilment’ of 
the évroAai of Moses (évrevAduevos, 
Ac, i. 2, is different). _The words 
seem to reflect the conflict with Ju- 
daism. dca évererAdunv tpiv (cor) 
is very frequent in the O.T. For 
Thpetv (LXx. usually dvAdocesv) cf. 
rade 107), 2b ohuly Sy INO Ai, fy dlp eet 
kat too xKTA.] A world - wide 
mission, imperative because of Christ’s 
limitless é£ovoia, is also possible 
because of His perpetual presence. 
The expectation that the Parousia 
of Christ would occur soon had hardly 
died out even in the 2nd century, 
but it was not felt to be incompatible 
with the evangelization of the whole 
of the known world. Whether 
spoken by the risen Christ or not, the 
words express the abiding experience 
of Christians. at idov is character- 
istic of Mt., also 4 ovvr. tT. aidvos 
(see on xiii, 39). mdoas T. nuEepas 
only here in the N.T., is very fre- 
quent in the Lxx, (= O'D#i1"23) 


Additional Note on the Resurrection. 


S. Paul (Rom. i. 4) speaks of Jesus Christ ‘who was marked out 
(Spur évros) as Son of God... by the Resurrection of the dead? It 
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marked but did not make Him such. If He was Son of God, the narratives 
of His appearances do not comprise the whole basis of the Christian faith. 
No one can approach the study of any alleged fact with his mind a tabula 
rasa. - The Christian presupposition is that the Son of God must of necessity 
be alive, with a Humanity in true continuity with that manifested in His 
earthly life, and must therefore have risen from the dead. As in the case 
of the Virgin birth, the Resurrection is congruous with all that Christians 
believe concerning the Son of God, and is more imperatively required by 
the phenomena of the birth and permanence of the Christian Church, 
‘and by the theological and philosophical significance of the Incarnation in 
human history. See Emmet, Cont. Rev., Now 1909, 588-99. 

But a commentary on a Gospel can deal only with the literary problems 
raised by the Gospel narratives. The following note, therefore, does not 
deal with S. Paul’s list of appearances (1 Cor. xv. 4-8), nor with the nature 
of the Resurrection Body as taught by him in comparison with that implied 
in the Gospels, nor with many another problem. It is probable, almost to 
certainty, that he, no less than the evangelists, believed not only that Jesus 
rose on the third day, but also that the tomb was empty because He rose. | 

The above notes have maintained that both Mt. and Mk. imply an 
appearance in Jerusalem on Easter day. The uniform tradition of the 
‘third day’ requires an appearance on that day to account for it. And 
even if the disciples, leaving their women behind, could be supposed to 
have transgressed the law by travelling during the whole Sabbath, they 
could hardly have covered the 60 miles to Galilee in time to see Jesus there 
on Easter day. That the third day was an inference from one or more 
passages of the O.T., and an inference drawn early-enough for S. Paul to 
have received it in the apostolic tradition before he taught at Corinth, is 
barely conceivable. It requires us to suppose that though no appearance 
took place till Galilee was reached, yet some O.T. passages led to the belief 
that Jesus had risen some days before He first appeared, and that narratives 
were then constructed accordingly. 

A difficult problem is raised by the fact ‘that the Third gospel ail the 
Fourth (apart from Jo, xxi.) relate no appearances except those in or near 
Jerusalem. S, Luke must have known S. Paul’s teaching on the Resurrection, 
and the tradition which the apostle had received respecting the appearances, 
even if he had not read 1 Cor. xv. He relates (Ac. i. 3) that Jesus was seen — 
from time to time (6rravduevos) throughout 4o days. And yet in his 
Gospel he compresses the narrative in such a way that all the events seem 
to occur on one day. He compresses and selects. He knew of Galilean 
appearances, but omits them purposely ; hence his alteration’ of the Lord’s 
prediction that He would go to Galilee (Mk. xvi. 7) into a prediction of the 
Resurrection uttered ‘while He was yet in Galilee’ (Lk. xxiv. 6), The 
commands, therefore, ‘tarry ye in the city until ye be clothed with power 
from on high’ (xxiv. 49), and ‘not to depart from Jerusalem, but to await 
the promise of the Father’ (Ac. i. 4), if they were not deliberately written 
by Lk. to support his omission of the Galilean appearances, must belong to 
a time after the disciples had returned to the city from Galilee—an obvious 
conjecture suggested by the évidence, though the reason for their return 
is not clear. Lk.’s notes of time (ch. xxiv.) are explicit as far as v. 43: ‘on 


XXVIII. 20| THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 439 


the first day of the week’ (v. 1), ‘on that very day’ (v. 13), ‘that very hour’ 
(v. 33), ‘ while they were speaking of these things’ (v. 36). But v. 44 (‘and 
He said unto them’) and v. 50 (‘and He led them out’) are loosely 
appended with no temporal connexion: the narrative need. no more be 
continuous than, ¢g. in Lk. v. 33, ix. 59, 61, xi. 5, xii. 13, xvii. 1, 5, 
20, 22, xviii. 9. Thus, while Mt. (Mk.) requires at least one appearance in 
Jerusalem on the third day, Lk. leaves open the possibility of the journey 
to Galilee. Various conjectures have been made as to his reason for 
omitting the Galilean appearances. The simplest is that he was not 
possessed of Mk.’s lost ending, but was dependent upon a source or sources 
ultimately derived from residents in Jerusalem who related only the 
appearances which took place in their midst. On the suggestion that 
‘Galilee’ is here not the province but a place near Jerusalem see Moffatt, 
LNT? 254 f., and the literature there cited. 

In the Fourth gospel the narratives are doubtless selected, as always, for 
their didactic and doctrinal import, part of which consists in the fact that 
the triumph of the Son of God over death is manifested at the capital 
of ‘the Jews’ who are His foes throughout the gospel. Those who added 
ch. xxi. wished to supply a Galilean appearance, perhaps in particular 
an appearance to Simon Peter. Spitta (Das Joh. Evang. 1 ff.) thinks that 
the chapter is composite, and that its earlier form originally followed ch. iv., 
as an account of ‘the third time (xxi. 14; ef. ii. 11, iv..54) that Jesus 
was manifested to His disciples,’ which was altered at a later date to 
an appearance after the Resurrection. On the other hand the conjecture is 
not without plausibility that Lk. v. 1-11 (see note, p. 48f.) contains a 
narrative based on the same occurrence as that in Jo. xxi., an appearance 
in Galilee after the Resurrection. Both relate a wonderful and unexpected 
haul of fish, and in both the Lord speaks to Simon Peter words referring to 
his future work in the Church. 

On the accounts of the Resurrection see Selwyn in Hssays Cutholic and 
Critical, 291-319, and the present writer in The Rise of Christianity, vol. i. 
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§éferdgew, ii. 8, xX. 11 
émiBatvew, XXi. 5 
émlonwos, XXVii. 16 
evvodxXos, Xix. 12 
fvyds, xi. 29 f. 
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*rahwyevecta, xix. 28 
mapaBalvew, xv. 2 f. 
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§ri, XXVii. 6, 9 
TplBodos, vii. 16 
*§rpuryew, xxiv. 38 
Soardvrnots, Vili. 34, XXV. I 
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Spopety, xi. 8 
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XOAH, XXViil. 34 
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Abba, 77, 331, 390 
Abel, 339, 340 
Abgar, legend of, 48 
‘abomination of desolation,’ 347 
Abraham, 1, 5, 8, 28, 39, [105], [322] 
Adam, I, 273, 417 
adultery, 64-7, 229, 274; metaph., 181 
‘age, the coming,’ 178, 194, 263, 282 
Ahimelech, 168 . 
Akeldama, 408 
allegory, 186, 195, 202 
almsgiving, 70, 73-5, 375 
Alphaeus, 132, 425 
Andrew, 45, 46, 106, 131, 216, 344 
angels, 146, 322, 324, 395; as counter- 
parts of men, 14, 264; functions of, 
at the Last Day, 201, 204, 247, 316, 
353) 3575 gor 368; in the Gosp. 
narrative, 8, 18, [20], 42, 391, 430, 
432 
Annas, 397 
Antichrist, 348-50 
Antipas, Herod, 20, 103, 213, 235, 274, 
318, 414; his relations with the 
Baptist, 24, 43, 151, 208-12, 253; 
with Jesus, 43, 207, 208, 213, 217, 
221, 237-9, 256, 410 
Antonia, Castle of, 393, 414, 415 
apocryphal Gospels referred to, 8, 17, 
18, 23, 26, 31, 32, 36, 375 39, 41, 61, 
- 79, 97, 155, 170, 182, 206, 207, 224, 
258, 268, 275, 278-80, 296, 363, 408, 
A435, 415) 417-25 
‘apostles,’ 131 
Aramaic basis of Gospel, xxvili, xxx- 
xxxii; spoken by Jesus, xvi, 126, 421 
Archelaus, 20, 21 
Aretas, 208-12 
Arimathaea, 426 
Asaph, 200 
atonement, xxv, 108, 291, 376, 382-4, 
386, 421 


Balaam, 22 


Baptist, John the: 


baptism, Christian, 34, 277, 436, 437; 
Jewish, 33, 34, 437; John’s, 26, 27, 
33; 34, 304, 4373 of ‘Jesus, XXiv, 30- 
332 35-7 

person and work, 
24-31, 33-5, 45, 96, 120, 127, 153-9, 
180, 184, 253, 304-8, 313, 314; 338, 
437; imprisonment and death, 30, 
42, 43, 121, 151-3, 208-12, 253, 315; 
disciples, 34, 76, 120, 151, 211, 213 

Barabbas, 411, 412, 414, 419 

Barachiah, 339, 340 

Bar-jona, 240 

Bartholomew, 132 

beatitudes, 49-53, [152], 192, 240, [358] 

Beelzebub, -ul, 143, 144, 174, 175, 177; 
181 

‘Beloved,’ 32, 33, 172, 250 

Bethany, 293, 299, 302, 374 

Bethlehem, 13, 16, 19, 20, 24 

Bethphage, 293 

Bethsaida, 106, 131, 213, 217, 232, 235, 
237, 238 

betrothal, 6, 7 

‘bind’ and ‘loose,’ 243, 265, 267 

blasphemy, 116, 177-80, 403 

blind men, 126-9, 173, 292 

brethren of Jesus, 184, 185, 207 

bride, 361 


Caesarea Philippi, 131, 148, 239, 249 
Sa ae ae 373, 397 
camel, 280, 336 
Canaanite woman, 105, 229-32 
Capharnaum, xiii, 42-6, 48, 103, 106, 
108, 115, 117, 118, 126, 127, 160, 161, 
184, 206, 217; 256, 257 
‘ carpenter,’ 206, 207 
cave, tradition of Birth in a, 17 
celibacy, 275, 276 
census, enrolment, 13, 211, 212 
centurion, 103-5, 414, 416, 421-4, 426, 


- 429 
chalking graves, 337 
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child, children, 150, 157, 158, 260, 264, 
300, 301 

Chorazin, 159, 160 

‘Christ’: with art. used by Mt., 6, 
151; by speakers in narrative, 16, 
239, 244, 327, 332, 345, 350, 401; 
without art. by Mt., 1,4; by speakers 
in narrative, 403, 411, 413 

chronology, xiii, 13, 21, 168, 211-4, 232, 
258, 372, 377, 378 

claims of Jesus, xvii, xxiv, 97, 98, 146-9, 
162-7, 246, 267, 268, 281, 290, 291, 
370, 380, 435. See Father, God the, of 
Jesus Christ, judgment by the Son, 
Messianic consciousness (s.v. Messiah), 
Son of Man 

cock, cockcrowing, 388, 405 

coins, measures, weights, 56, 63, 87, 
145, 199, 215, 218, 257, 269, 298, 319, 
364, 374, 377 

‘Comforter,’ 50 

‘Coming One, The,’ 28, 29, 34, 35, 151, 
156 

corban, korban, 102, 222, 223, 334, 407, 
408 

corner stone, 311, 312 

covenant, 382, 386 

cross (metaph.), 148, 246; shape of 
the, 419 

‘cup’ of suffering, 287, 391, 392 

cups at the Last Supper, 382, 385, 
86 


3 
customs officers, 72, 117, 118, 158, 266, 
267, 306, 307 


‘daily’ bread, 79, 80 

Dalmanutha, 234, 237, 238 

date of Gospel, xxvi-xxviii 

David, xvii, 1, 5, 13, 16, 168, 169, 249, 
327, 328; Son of, xvii, 1, 126-8, 174, 
230, 292, 296, 327, 328; son of, 
applied to Joseph, 8 

‘day, that,’ ‘days, those.’ See eschato- 


ogy 
‘days, three,’ ‘third day,’ 182, 244, 
2455 257, 286, 399, 400, 428, 429, 431, 
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death, the Lord’s intimations of His, 
XXV, I2I, 140, 148, 244, 246, 257, 
a 290, 291, 310, 312, 339, 372, 


382 

‘debts, 63, 80, 81, 269, 270, 334 

Decalogue, 49, 64, 224, 229, 278, 382 

Decapolis, 48, 111, 142, 232, 238 

demon, demoniac, 48, 107, 111-5, 128, 
129, 131, 152, 158, 172-7, 183, 184, 
230, 254, 255 

devil, the, xxii, 37-42, 63, 68, 69, 82, 
145, 176, 193, 201, 371 

divorce, 7, 65-7, 272-4 

‘dogs,’ 91, 95, 231 
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dove, 32, 35, 36, 139 
dream, 8, 18, 20, 21, 412 
dumb men, 128, 129, 173 


earthquake, 423, 424; and see eschatology 

ecclesia, Xvii, 241, 242, 266, 267 

Egypt, flight into, 18, 19, 23, 213 

elders, 15,. 103, 222, 244, [304], 313, 
fe 393, 397, [406], [412], [420], 
43 


3 

‘elect,’ 33, 317, 350, [353] 

Elijah, 24, 26, 34, 35, 38, 109, 141, 147, 
152, 156, 208, 200, 217, 249-53, 298, 
305, 421, 422 

Elisha, 102, 214, 216, 217, 395 

eschatology in the teaching ascribed to 
Jesus: in the Lord’s Prayer, 78, 79, 81. 
‘That day,’ 96, 355, 383; ‘those 
days,’ 349, [350], 352; the day of 
judgment, 138 (reff. there); divine 
judgment, 62, 63, 145, 146, 172; 
judgment by Christ, 97, 201, 247, 
248, 282, 368-72 ; ‘the completion of 
the age,’ 201 (reff. there) ; ‘ harvest,’ 
201, 3543; ‘new birth,’ 281; ‘ pangs,’ 
346-50; its nearness, xxi, xxili, 25, 
45, 47, 64, 66, 142, 235, 314, 340-2, 
343-55, 383, 384, 402; its suddenness, 
351, 356; 357, 359, 361, 362. For the 

‘wicked : fire, 62, [96], 197, [201], 202, 
204, 262, 371; Gehenna, 62, 65, 145, 
202, 262, 333, 339; loss of the psyche, 
247; outer darkness, 106, 317, 367; 
rejection, 97, 147; uprooting, 197, 
227; weeping and gnashing of teeth, 
106 (reff. there). For the righteous : 
feasting, 105, 216, 314, 383 ; joy, 365; 
life, eternal life, xxii, 94, 262, 263, 
278, 282, 372; redemption, salvation, 
vindication, restoration, 51, 89, 141, 
202, 282; reward, 54 (reff. there). 
Preceding or accompanying phenomena : 
apostasy, 346, 347; convulsions of 

ature, 352; demons subdued and 
evil overcome, 47, [129], 134, 152, 
176; destruction of Jerusalem, 343, 
344, 423; of the temple, 343, 400; 
false Christian prophets, 347, 3503 
false Messiahs, 345, 350; famines and 
earthquakes, 346; persecutions, 346; 
social strife, 141, 147 ; the Spirit out- 
poured, 140; trumpet, 353; wars, 
345, 346. See also angels, Elijah, 
Kingdom of Heaven, Messiah, Son of 
Man, etc. : 

Eucharist, 77, 91, 216, 381-6 

eunuch, 275,276 i 

Eve, 273 

‘evil eye,’ 85, 285 

excommunication, xxvii, 262, 265-7 

exorcism, 97, 175, 176 
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faith, want of faith, xy, 104-6, I11, 11 55 

. 125, 127, 207, 220, 232, 255, 292, 303 

fasting, 38, 74, 82, 83, 120, 121, 158 

‘Father,’ God the: of Jesus Christ, 
xxiv, [96], 146, 161-5, 185, 227, 240, 
247, [264], 267, [270], 288, 356, 360, 
383, 390, [392], 395, 436; of men, 
57> 71, [73-5], 76, 773 (82, 83], 87, 
[89], [93], 140, 146, [203], [265], 332 

‘Field of blood,’ 408, 409 

Flood, the, 357 

flute-players, 125 

‘fool,’ 62, 334 

forgiveness by God, 9, 81, 82, 115, 116, 
178, 179, 269; by men, 81, 82, 116, 
117, 243, 266-70 

formulas used by Mt., 47, 99, 106, 151, 
202 (reff. there), 206, 271, 372 

fringe, 124 


Gadara, Gerasa, I11, 112 

Galilee, xii, xiv, 20, 30, 42, 44, 46-9, 108, 
115, 134, 210, 230, [256], 271, 341, 
387, 396, 425, 431, 433, 434, 438, 439 

Galilee, Sea, Lake of, 43, 45, 92, 111, 
113, 117, 213, 217-19, 232, 234, 237, 
238 

Gehenna, see eschatology 

aati Bier2t7.7220,0221" 220; 230; 
23 

Gentiles, II, 12, 14, 22, 28, 33, 34, 47, 
72, 88, QI, 100-5, 113, 118, 119, 133, 
137, 140, 172, 173, 231-3, 242, 286, 
311, 333) 347, 435 

geographical notes, 13, 20, 21, 24, 43, 

1: 44, 47, 48, 92, III, I12, 160, 210, 
217, 218, 221, 230, 234, 239, 249, 271, 
291, 293 

Gethsemane, 78, 218, 249, 302, 389-97 

golden rule, the, 93 

Golgotha, 417 

Gomorra, 138 


Hades, 182, 242, 424 

Hallel, 384 

handwashing, 222, 225 

harlots, 306, 307 

hardseth, 380 

harvest, 130; see eschatology 

Hermon, Mt., 249, 254 

Herod Antipas, see Antipas 

Herod the Great, 13, 15-17,19, 20, 211, 


21 

Bastian, 171, 238, 318 

Herodias, 208-12, 253, 274 

high priest(s), see priests 

Hillel, 93, 222, 223, 225, 243, 264, 272, 
330 

Hosanna, 296 ; 

Human nature of Jesus: Emotions: 
affection, 279 ; anger, 171 ; compassion, 


445 


102, [129], [213], [233], 292; dis- 
appointment, 302 ; surprise, 104, 207 ; 
vehement feeling, 127, 159, 235, 389, 
390, 421. Will, united to God's 
Will, 116, 391; need of prayer, 218 
(reff. there); temptation, 30, 37-42, 
245, 420. Knowledge limited, 355, 
356, 418 ; growth in knowledge, xxiv ; 
asking questions, 113 (reff. there), 
205, 239; use of current phraseology 
and ideas, xxvi, 41, 103, 114, 179, 327 ; 
and see eschatology. Powers limited, 
207, 219, 230. Physical weakness, 
[38], 110, 302. Continuity of, after the 
Resurrection, 433, 438 

humility, 51, 167, 259, 260, 289, 290, 


332 
hypocrisy, ‘ hypocrite,’:72, 74, 83, 91, 225, 
3375 359 


‘idle words,’ 180 

Immanuel, 11 

impressions produced by life and person 
of Jesus, xv—xvii , 

A bares of silence, 102 (reff. there), 
126° 

Iscariot, 133 


Jairus, 123, 249 : 

James the brother of Jesus, 40, [207] 

James the son of Zebedee, 45, 46, 106, 
125, 271, 286, 287 

Jeremiah, 19, 239, 407, 408 

Jericho, 271, 291 


- Jews, Mt.’s hostile feeling towards, xviii, 


99 (reff. there) © 
John the Baptist, see Baptist 
John the son of Zebedee, 45, 46, 106, 125, 
271, 276, 286, 287, 378 
Jonah, 181, 182, 235 
Joseph the husband of Mary, 4-10, 206 
Joseph of Arimathaea, 281, 378, 398, 425, 


426 

‘jot’ and ‘tittle,’ 59 

Judaea, ministry in, before the last 
journey, xiii, 47-49, 63, 102, 115, 221, 
226 

Judaea, wilderness of, 24 

Judas Iscariot, 56, 133, 298, 302, 376, 


_ 3775 379, 381, 393, 394, 401, 406-8 
judgment, see eschatology 


Kaddish, 77 

keys, power of the, 242, 243 

‘King of the Jews,’ xvii, 14, 409, 415, 
419, 420 . 

‘Kingdom of Heaven,’ xix (reff. there), 
Xxili 


latinisms, 56, 63, 70, 145, 269, 275, 319, 
395, 414, 429 
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Law, attitude of Jesus to the, xvii, xviii, 
xxii, 57-61, 64, 66, 67, 69, 71, 93, 
100-2, 122, 156, 166, 167, 160, 170, 
205, 222-4, 226, 272, 273, 278, 321, 
325, 326, 329 

leaven, 199, 235, 236 

Lebbaeus, 132 

legions, Roman, 395 

leper, leprosy, 101-4, 115, 134, 374 

Levi, 49, 117, 118, 132 

levirate marriage, 6, 320, 321 

' life, see eschatology 

light (metaph.), 44, 56, 57, 34, 85 

lightning, 351, [430] 

lilies, 

Lord’s Prayer, the, 76-82, 391, 392 

love, 71, 72, 85, 148, 278, 325, 335, 347 


Machaerus, 151, 209, 210 

Magadan, 234, 237, 238 

Magians, xvii, 13-17, 19, 22, 23 

mammon, 86 

Mark’s Gospel, lost ending of, 432, 433 

Mary the mother of Jesus, 4-13, 184, 
185, 207 

Mary the mother of James, 425, 427 

Mary Magdalene, 425 

Matthew, xxviii-xxxii, 117, 118, 132, 281 

measures, see coins 

Messiah, the: as thought of by the 
Baptist, 28, 29, 151; the disciples, 
239, 240, 243, 244, 246, 254, 257, 287 ; 
the people, xx, xxi, 12, 14, 16, 28, 
33) 45, 112, 113, 127, 152, 156, 174, 
243, 244, 247, 291, 297, 311, 328, 
345, 351, 370, 396, 400; Messianic 
consciousness of Jesus, xvii, xxi-xxv, 
32, 41, 45, 152, 181, 216, 239-42, 
244, 245, 247, 248, 253, 257, 281, 288, 
290, 297, 312, 328, 342, 368-72, 386, 
387, 400, 402 

midrash, xiv, 23, 339 

miracles of Jesus: general healings, 
47 (reff. there); leper, 101, 102; 
centurion’s servant, 103-6; Peter’s 
wife’s mother, 106, 107 ; storm stilled, 
110, 111; Gadarene demoniacs, 112- 
114; paralytic, 115-17; woman with 
issue, 124, 125; ruler’s daughter, 
124-6; two blind men, 126, 127; 
withered hand, 170, 171; blind and 
duihb demoniac, 173, 174; feeding 
of five thousand, 214-17, 237; walk- 
ing on water, 218-20 Canaanite’s 
daughter, 230-2; feeding of four 
thousand, 233, 234, 237; lunatic 
boy, 254, 255; stater in fish, 257-9; 
two blind men, 292 ; fig-tree, 302, 303. 

miraculous, the, xiv, xv, 217. 

Moses, 20, 23, 38, 103, 249-52, 322, 
329, 382; the seat of, 329. 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST. MATTHEW 


mountain, 40, 41, 48, 49, 218, 232, 249, 
250, 256, 434; see Olives, Mt. of 
‘mysteries,’ 189 


Nadan, legend of, 407 
‘name,’ 78, 97, 141, 150, 173, 261, 20%; 
282, 296, [342], 436, 437 

Naphtali, 43, 44 

Nature, illustrations from, 46, 55, 71, 
72, 87, 88, 92, 95-7; 130, 139, 145, 
146, 179, 227, 235, 256, 341, 342, 354, 
368, 360 ; see parables 

Nazarene, 21, 22, 292, 404, 405, 431 

Nazareth, 13, 21, 23, 24, 30, 43, 184, 206, 
297 

Nees 21 

Ninevites, 181, 182 

Noah, 356, 357, 363 


oaths, 67, 68, 210, 224, 334, 401 
Olives, Mt. of, 293, 296, 302, 344, 387, 
389 


parables, 185, 186; reason for, 190-2 

parables of Jesus : sower, 187, 188, 
193-5 ; tares, 196-8, 200-3 ; mustard. 
seed, 198 3 leaven, 199; treasure, 203 ; 
pearl, 203; net, 204; lost sheep, 264, 
265; debtor, 268-70; labourers in 
vineyard, 283- -—5; two sons, 306, 307 ; 
husbandmen, 308-10 ; wedding feast, 
313-16; wedding garment, 316, 317 ; 
fig-tree, 354; householder and thief, 
3573 good and bad servant, 358, 359 ; 
ten virgins, 359-63; talents, 363-7. 
See Nature, tllustrations from 

parousia, 344 f. ; see eschatology 

Passover, xiii, 168, 212, 214, 372, 377- 
381, 384-7 

pearl, 91, 203 

Pella, 142, 348 

Peraea, 24, 44, 210, 271 

Perez, 1 


persecution, 53, 54, 139-47, 194, 242, 
346 


Peter, Simon, 45, 46, 106, 107, 125, 131, 
220, 239-43, 245, 249, 250, 252, 257, 
258, 268, 271, 276, 281-3, 302, 378, 
388, 389, 391, 394, 396-8, 404-6, 427, 
431, 432, 439 

Petronius, 424, 429 

Pharisees, 26, 57, 60, 118, 120, 170, 175, 
I8I, 221, 222, 227, 235, 236, 238, 272, 
274, 301, 318, 323, 324, 326, 329, 332, 
335» 336, 398, 428 

Philip the apostle, 131, 216 

Philip the tetrarch, 20, 208, 213, 239, 


274 
phylacteries, 330, 331 
Pilate, xvii, 212, 297, 348, 398, 406, 
409-13, 425, 426, 428, 429 


INDEX OF 


‘poor,’ 50, 53, 279, 280 

‘potter, the,’ 408, 409 

* Power, the,’ 321, 402 

praetorium, 414, 415 

prayer, 75-82, 91, 92, 255, 265, 267, 
268, 303; offered by Jesus, 103, 115, 
218, 249, 389, 390, 392 

priests, high priest(s), 15, 102, 103, 168, 
169, 222, 223, 225, 244, 402; in 
Gosp. narrative, 15, 212, 301, [304], 
[313], 373, 376, 393, 397, 398, 400-3, 
406, 407, 411, 412, [420], 428, 433 

principles without limitations taught 
by Jesus, 66, 67, 69, 70, 90 

Procla, Procula, 412 

Prophet, Jesus as, 207, 297, 298, 305, 


I 

neu, Christian, xxvii, 94, 96, 149, 
347, 350 

proselyte, 33, 34, 104, 333 

proverbial sayings adopted by Jesus, 
55, 90, 143, 177, 256, 280, 317, 325, 


351 
psyche, 86, 87, 145, 149, 247, 291, 390 . 
_ publicans, see customs officers 
purification, Jewish, 33, 34, 222, 336 


Rab, Rabbi, 91, 331, 332 

Rachel’s tomb, 20 

Rahab, 1, 5 

raka, 61, 62 

Ramah, 20 

redemption, see eschatology 

release of prisoners, 410 

repent, repentance, 25, 27-9, 31, 45, 160, 
182, 260, 268, 306-8 

responsibility, human, 262, 289, 310, 
317, 369, 381. : a 

Resurrection of Christ, xiv, xvii, 96, 181, 
182, 219, 240, 242, 244, 245, 251, 252, 
257, 387, 399, 400, 423, 424, 428-35, 
437-9 ; of men, 320-3, 368, 424 

retaliation, 69, 70, 101 

reward, xxii, 54, 55, 72-5, 150, 282, 285, 
364 

. righteousness, 31, 51-3, 73, 89, 192 

Roman customs, 6, 65, 211, 218, 269, 
270, 274, 410, 412-14 

Royalty of Jesus, xvii 

‘ruler,’ 123, 124, 277 

Ruth, 1, 5, 13 


Sabbath, 107, 166-71, 349, 378, 418, 
425, 427-30, 438 

Sadducees, 26, 74, 225, 234, 236, 237, 
320, 323, 324, 327, 398 

Salome, 275, 286, 425 

Salome, daughter of Herodias, 208, 209 

salt, 55 

salvation, see eschatology 

Samaria, Samaritans, 134, 212, 269, 271 
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Sanhedrin, local, 62, 63, 139 

‘Satan,’ 38, 41, 42, 175, 245; see devil 

scribe, 108, 205, 324, 326 

Scribes, the, 15, 57, 60, 99, [116], 170, 
181, 206, 221, 235, 244, 252, [286], 
301, 304, 324, 329-39, 397, [420] 

self-renunciation, sacrifice, xxii, xxiv, 46, 
65, 148, 149, 246, 247, 262, 276, 281— 
283, 290 

Seventy, the, 133, 161 

Shammai, 222, 223, 225, 243, 272-5 

Sharon, Plain of, 49 

Sheba, Queen of, 182 

sheep, 95, 130, 138, 139, 171, 264, 265, 
369; metaph., 134, 387 

Shema, 325 

Sh®*moneh-esreh, 77 

shew-bread, 168, 169 

Sidon, 49, 160, 230, 232 

sign from heaven, 180 

‘sign of the Son of Man,’ 352 

Simon the Cananaean, 132 

Simon the Cyrenaean, 378, 416, 417, 425 

Simon the leper, 374, 376 

Simon Magus, 40, 120 

Simon Peter, see Peter 

‘sinner,’ ‘sinners,’ 72, 118, 376, 393 

sisters of Jesus, 43, 207 

Sodom, 138, 349 

Solomon, 2, 88, 182, 324 

‘son’ in Jewish idiom and thought, 71, 
105, 121, 175, 201, 207, 258, 333, 338, 


424 

‘Son of God,’ 38-40, 112, [220], 239, 
240, 401, 420, 424 

‘Son, the, My,’ 18, 32, 36, 162-5, 250, 
310, 356, 436 

sons of God, 53, 71, 258 

Sonship, divine, of Jesus Christ, xxiv, 
II, 23, 32, 36, 38, 39, 40, 251, 258, 
312, 401 

Spirit, the Holy, 7, 11, 29-32, 35-7, 
39, 78, 92, 140, 143, 161, 175-9, 327, 
436 

spirit, human, 50, 126, 391, 422 

spirits, evil, unclean ; see demon 

‘Stone’ as title of the Messiah, 311 

stumbling-block, 65, 201, 246, 261, 262 

swine, 91, 175, 176 

synagogue, xvi, 47, 60, 62, 75, 78, 170, 
[206], 331, 346 

Syria, xxviii, 47, 48, 289, 395 


Tabor, Mt., 41 

Tamar, 1, 5 

taxes, 55, 155, 258, 269, 317-20 

tearing of clothes, 402 

temple, the, xiii, 39, 62, 169, 298-301, 
305, 334, 340, 342-4, 347, 348, 387, 
399, 400, 401, 407, 423 

temptation, 81, 242, 391 
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temptations of Jesus, 30, 37-42, 245, 
3°7, 420 

Thaddecus, 132 

thief, 84, 357 

Thomas, 132 

Tiberius, 24, 211, 212, 319, 406 

‘tittle,’ 59 

titulus on the Cross, xvii, 418, 419 

tradition, scribal, xvii, xxii, 57, 61, 221, 
222, 226, 272, 319, 323, 335 

Transfiguration, XVil, 32, 36, 41, 248-52, 
392 

treasury, 407, 408 

trial of Jesus, the, 397-404 

trumpet, 74 ; see eschatology 

‘Twe ae oe 130, 131, 133, 252, 376; 
379, 3 

‘Two Wars, the,’ 67, 94 

Tyre, 49, 160, 230 


Uriah, wife of, 2, 5 
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veil of the temple, 423 

‘vipers, Brood of,’ 27, 180, 338 
Virgin Birth, xiv, 4-13, 36, 438 
virginity, perpetual, 10 
visions, 31, 32, 35, 36, 40, 252 
voice from heaven, 30, 35, 36, 250, 252 
VOWS, 223-5 


wealth, 83, 84, 280, 281 

weights, see coins 

Wisdom, 158, 159, 339, 341 

‘woe,’ IOI, 159, 261, 332-8, 349, 381 
wolves, 95, 13 

women in the genealogy, I, 2, 5 


yoke, xxi, 166, 167 


Zachariah, son of Barachiah, 339-41 
Zadok, 324 
Zebedee, 46 
Zebulun, 44 


THE END 
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